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Comparing tree seedling composition and distribution patterns under
different sampling intensities in the 24 ha Gutianshan forest dynamics
plot
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Abstract: As the seedling stage is the bottleneck in forest tree regeneration, knowledge of the composition
and structure of seedlings is crucial to understanding the mechanisms of community assemblage and diversity
maintenance. However, based on the limited sampling intensity common in previous studies, seedling census
datasets are representative of common species, but are ineffective for monitoring rare species. In this
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study, we established a new seedling monitoring network in the 24 ha Gutianshan (GTS) forest dynamics
plot (FDP) consisting of 285 seedling plots (5 m x 5 m) in 2012. In the seedling pots, all woody plants (DBH
<1 cm and height = 10 cm) were tagged, mapped and measured every two years. We used the first census
data to investigate seedling composition, species diversity patterns, seedling, and non-seedling species habitat
association. Our results showed that: (1) There were 138 species, consisting of a total of 20,581 individuals in
285 seedling plots of 5 m x 5 m. The Shannon-Wiener diversity index and Rarefied species richness were
higher than those of the 1 m x 1 m seedling plots and 24 ha FDP census (DBH = 1 cm). Similar results
were found when using rarefaction approach. Compared with 1 m x 1 m seedling plots, the number of species
showed a significant increase and the species-area curve became more asymptotic. (2) The relationship be-
tween seedling abundance and tree species exhibited negative allometry, suggesting that the mortality rate of
plants in the seedling stage was relatively high compared with the rate found in the non-seedling stage due to
the negative density dependence. (3) Sampling intensity and selection of DBH cutoffs influence the definition
of rare species. Some rare species defined by trees with DBH = 1 c¢m were not actually rare when individu-
als with DBH < 1 cm were considered (i.e. Ardisia crenata, Litsea cubeba, Lespedeza thunbergii subsp. for-
mosa). (4) The indicator species of the 5 m x 5 m seedling plots were different from those found in the 24 ha
FDP and the 1 m x 1 m seedling census. 13 species was significantly correlated with single habitat type in
these 5 m x 5 m seedling plots, which shared only three species that identified as indicator species for 1 m x
1 m seedling plots and two species for non-seedling plots. In conclusion, sampling intensity influenced pat-
terns of tree seedling composition and community diversity, and increasing sampling intensity can provide
deeper insights into the processes of diversity maintenance.

Key words: Gutianshan (GTS); tree seedling; sampling intensity; rare species; mechanisms of maintenance
of species diversity
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Fig. 1 The layout of 285 seedling plots (5 m x 5 m) in the 24
ha GTS forest dynamics plot
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Table 1 The basic information of main species such as importance value (V) in GTS 5 m x 5 m seedling plots
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741 Deciduous
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WM Chimonanthus nitens i} Calycanthaceae 688 6.74 7% Deciduous
WaZi¥s Eurya muricata 1hZ%F} Theaceae 625 6.04 H 4% Evergreen
BAEEI Camellia fraterna 1hZ5F} Theaceae 536 531 H 4% Evergreen
FIEH B Ttea omeiensis JREHAl Saxifragaceae 583 4.30 W4t Evergreen
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Afaf Schima superba 11%5F} Theaceae 545 4.76 W%k Evergreen
L4R1E Rhododendron ovatum FLRAS7ER} Ericaceae 428 4.47 W%k Evergreen
WM ISCRER Distylium myricoides S48} Hamamelidaceae 627 4.42 W%k Evergreen
244 Machilus thunbergii #%£} Lauraceae 293 3.93 W4k Evergreen
it Total - 20,581 200.00 -
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Fig. 2 Species—area relationship of seedlings under different
sampling intensities in the 24 ha GTS forest dynamics plot

Shannon-Wiener 2 £ TR R1254.25, = T1 m x 1
mIUFE SR LR 14 v 2 FE 1 (4.03), 23 & T 24
ha X 1A [5] [ B (B4 B R BEVE IR0 Fh 2 A4
(4.11-2.63, P < 0.05), iX 55 id Rarefactionfth HL %
ARG JZE R 1,000/ AT 1) 22 FF 1 DL P Fl 3
F R A — 3 (F2). A, BTG LSH B
Pielout’) ~) FE R0 H B35 20 .

5mx 5 mEUBEREE T, [R—YFi4) T £ B
AL YR 2 B 3 I L E BN = 0.63, P <
0.001, E3), HERFZNT1 (b = 049, P <
0.001), KWIFEHL N A 5AER B YA 2 B 2 ok

BT BAR LG, YY) BT L EE S5, 5%
B [F P LRI 2. ARSI RS A A R ) S
PTASESY PR SY=IR
23 WHBEMEE

o H 24 hatf b AA AR RERA A, AL
DT 2ARRBIIR A SOR, (5 RPIRIEN37.1% (P
&, 2008). 5 m x 5 m#ve M MRE DT I A 45 SR B,
KFEHI K P (ARG B B BB PR AE 4 i B B AR
“a Xt A (Bl 4), XS B (Litsea cubeba) bR
(Ardisia crenata)~ ETNHHF T (Lespedeza thunbergii
subsp. formosa)~ FLIRATE(Manglietia yuyuanensi)-
M (Euodia fargesii)~ FE IR & (Choerospondias
axiliaris) ~ 3 W 78 % ¥ (Rubus chingii) « 41 %5 Bk
(Callicarpa rubella)=s8 MIFE ARSI M BLE T-#6
A, HFER Y BB T Wkl fildn, RWHRAE
24 ha KFEH ARG T MO 28K, 7E401E 3%
A 2530k B A3 i iz (SR 7 11140.00%); 1L 4L
TERFEHL A ARG AR S 170, E40HT A 296
R H FIRE A 32 (h SR T 501939.60%) -
2.4 HEEAB IR

5 m x 5 malE i EE 7 32 BAE BRI
L A8 AECHE LR (R 3), IX PR RR A8 o5 2l e i 7 e T
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Table 2 Comparison of species diversity of seedling and non-seedling plots in the 24 ha GTS forest dynamics plot
Byt LR MRS Shannon-WienerfE% Pielou} 2] ¥ 1R %
Type No. of species No. of individuals Shannon-Wiener index Rarefraction (N = 1,000) Pielou evenness index
KBS seedling plots
1 mx 1 m&ERE 118 4,718 4.03 84.87 0.53
1 m x 1 m seedling plots
5mx 5 m4HiFE gy 138 20,581 4.25 89.22 0.49
5 m x 5 m seedling plots
L4 WiFEJ7 Non-seedling
plots
lecm < DBH<2.5¢cm 144 70,916 4.11 71.83 0.42
2.5cm < DBH<7.5¢cm 132 45,524 4.05 72.23 0.43
7.5cm < DBH<22.5cm 115 17,835 3.81 66.70 0.42
DBH = 22.5cm 63 6,425 2.63 35.65 0.33
2 . T7 A 13 (L B R 9.42%) 5 B — I
for R paS— N N N RN —
2 BRI VI R, AT BRI R — A SRR R
Eb i P AR L A AR B AR O A R 22 (64, FLR
{‘“E* A7 L 3 (40 A s Bl a3, TS L A B
b —
2 BT (HA).
T2 44
S 3 g
3
NE 27 3.1 BUAFSRE X - E AR B AR 4 2 A MR
-~}
e
Fodo o I I U S0 2 08 4 U 5
0 2 4 6 8 J& 2518 s (Dungan et al, 2002; Chen et al, 2013).

4B EE i & 1

Speciesabundance of non-seedling plots

E3 w24 haffREEHS m x 5 myEHS SIS
FIE M 2% EXTEEE

Fig. 3 Comparison between the abundance of 5 m x 5 m
seedling plots and non-seedling plots in the 24 ha GTS forest
dynamics plot

HU187.36%. 5 m x 5 mHUFE IR R4l ) Fh 2
P23 (8] 73 AT AN 50, VAT Moy 0D 2 R v A,
£FFF 77 i1 Shannon-Wiener % ¥ 14 45 $1£2.65 + 0.03
LU b Y (1) 2 FE PRI, R L A b L S
4 #F 77 1) Shannon-Wiener % ¥ 14 48 £ 43 71 42.05 +
0.05H11.96 + 0.09. V)M F & FERILH 5 Z A —
RS, SR Ry R BT e AL
W A e, AT R AR 24,71 £ 2.06FF,
A AR 1£95.92 + 167748, X P I B
BT H AR ABI(#ES).

FRRM T4 R, 755 m x 5 mah i M AE

TEDMEA ARG I B AR s 2o i, 2 DL
TIRCER B m x 1 m&ls W IEE 7 AR Tt
B, FEBRIURE R B 4 R 55 A %8/ (Bai et
al, 2012; Lin et al, 2012). AHFFCELFE Y 2, K
A HI4NE WIRE 7 507 m* B inZE7,125 m?, 4]
MR T8 A H 124 hafR bk sh 2 WAL i Ak
YIRS, IS m x S mPA &I mx 1m
&)1 M I RE D7 1 b AR i 2 DA K 2 AR, K
T 5 EDURE TR R 38, R 7 B A 5 S I
T, A FhE S R S I S E WS T AR e, BURE AR
0.71 haREfEF AT AR SRy FH (L 4 ) b bR K A 4
VIS IR R Z AR, 5 mox 5 m& T WE AR
TR 2R E ST m x 1 m&h 7 MEIEe
77 (#2). 5AEE R RN IR HLIIBCI (Comita et
al 2007) M2 K [ 1 BEHB A L4 (Bai et al, 2012), i H
WFEHh B T RO R A, W ZE R, BRI
HORE R B A REALFE T 2 M AE I S b, W ar ARk
FOMR AR A W %) 7 00 4 b 28 Bl DA % T 9 %2 R
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Fig. 4 Relationship of species rank between 5 m x 5 m seedling plots and non-seedling plots in the 24 ha GTS forest dynamics plot

#®3 HHEWS m x5 mAfEESNEEREAMFESEMS N

Table 3 Richness and species diversity of seedlings in different habitat types in GTS 5 m x 5 m seedling plots

L LRITES R 1L LR AITE3 L AR
Low valley Low ridge Middle slope  Highridge  All types
FEJ7 ¥ No. of plots 127 122 14 22 285
G HUFETTEL No. of seedlings/No. of plots 83.74+11.80 61.21+9.69 95.92+16.77 51.54+8.03 72.21+9.28
YR BURETT L No. of species/No. of plots 2222+0.76  15.77+0.73 24.71 £2.06 13.54+1.04 18.92+0.54
Shannon-Wiener$§ #/F£ 774 Shannon-Wiener index/ 265+0.03  2.05+0.05 2.59+0.09 1.96+£0.09 2.33+0.33

No. of plots

¥% JRi(Kallimanis et al, 2008).
3.2 AEEHINYN

Janzen-Connellfg i IA A, & — 1995 J5 5 fg
i A5 ) AN A 2 18] R R L 45 T R B gt K T e i)
&2 TR T, AT 5 B8] i A7 %5 B2 i1 £ (Janzen
1970; Connell 1971) . A 7T I8 i LU AN [F] AR 3% S2 By

BRI ZFENE, R 2 R AR50 & A2 2 1S
I E IR (GR2). X )55 Webb%%
(2006 7122 B I FRHy T APRAE Hb P9 AN [ 42 A Ak it
REFEHEA IS H IS5 — 5, RHICEREHIZ3
7 AR T A AR 3 s LI, d o B ) &) i
FETE, FEARE RS E 2% R, I S E 2 AR EL
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Table 4 The indicator species in seedling and non-seedling plots in the 24 ha GTS forest dynamics plot
A Imx1m ZEFETT 5mx 5 mNHkETT 24 hatEH (ARSI HTFETT)
Habitat type 1 m x 1m seedling plots 5 m x 5 m seedling plots 24 ha forest dynamics plot (non-seedling plots)
AL FETEM B Itea omeiensis JREAE Daphniphyllum pentandrum WL AR ZT
Low valley Neolitsea aurata var. chekiangensis
WM ISCRER Distylium myricoides — FJEMFH| Itea omeiensis FEIERE Camellia fraterna
21K Machilus thunbergii I8 Alniphyllum fortunei —
- BACELRTE Camellia fraterna —
— WEAM Toxicodendron succedaneum -
- WL ARZET -
Neolitsea aurata var. chekiangensis
FRAL L Mt X Cyclobalanopsis gracilis WILLLAEM A Camellia chekiangoleosa —
Middle sl s
iddle slope 248 Machilus thunbergii KEAEEAE Corylopsis glandulifera —
- H4R1E Rhododendron ovatum -
- LT 3846 Wikstroemia monnula —
[ DALIE S — — FEAML Quercus serrata
High sl
180 siope - - EREM Lyonia ovalifolia var. hebecarpa
- - WL Rhododendron mariesii
R ARtj Schima superba AR Schima superba W& Platycarya strobilacea
High ridge

EWIAR Fraxinus insularis R

\I4& Lindera reflexa

Lespedeza thunbergii subsp. formosa

BLILZT Rhododendron simsii
1148 Lindera reflexa —
A Machilus thunbergii —

MRILZL Rhododendron simsii

FIRAERK Sorbus folgneri

&R Albizia kalkora

A% 25 1) 385 00 A B84 005 E A 3 S R A (A B ),
AR SRR, EE2WMA AR HERR, A
SRR SR . B4k, 5 m x 5 m&h 7
BT 5 R ARG T P 22 BE B SR BR T R B %))
5 Y ANR YR 2 FE T 23U d g KOG R, A
KAZBOR/NTL (b =0.49 ; P < 0.001), ¥iBA [ ag
RGRARBIE I HAAT F—#07 N4, 55
52 B0 J5 R AR T BOP N BV S A 1 RE L, BT A4S
HAET-H 4 = (Comita et al, 2007; F4k%%, 2014). 1]
W, FEHETE SRR, 570 R L AR IR )
T BRI R 28 BN A B SGHEIR 7, 76 WA FR AR
W R 3% T B EAE A (Harms et al, 2000).
3.3 YEENHESHEEHSS

TER BRI SFEHBE AL, 1 hami LA Mk
A Z T IR W) Bl bl 2 XN A F (Hubbell &
Foster, 1986). Fi A PR BERUSE EAREUDN, SZHEEAR
MR, TEREVE T SE 5 JJ AR RS, (A2 TE
PR FE b B BT 4 B VA P P 45 B U )
{EH (Bachelot et al, 2013). KEWFFLKH, i MiE

FETE PR o5 bR s, o o LR R R VR
BI37.1% (HLaHEZE, 2008). K EAEHIAI36.20% (1
PRAAEE, 2011) JURA e H1)43.28% (7 E 44,
2013) LS St REHB I 52.38% (M JT 845, 2008).

WA= R R 2 M 26, EEMYFAR G
Fefk. A AmaElL AR, RRER. XARM
AEIC LA S N B E SR TP 55 A 5% (Bunyavejchewi et
al, 2004; M-JIHESE, 2008). {HEFEET KFEHLE XK
i A R O S 52 BRSO 5 I, bl TR AR
XXDBH= 1 emP/MAREAT T 10, 1R Z¥)F1E
DBH < 1 cmlfr Bt A71E K& MA, 2T DBH=
1 em® IR A FESN T BT e - AW o 34T
LIRS m x5 m@yE W IIRE 7 DL RRE AR Sl i
AR Z FEHE PS5 TR, R IR b Py 3543 76 A Fh
(AL RSB, RPHE  SE TN EARE 7 55) 754 1 M FE
TR BN 2, FFAEREIER A (B4). X0 geAl
ANFEFRAE KR B R YA 5%, B0 4 ANEEAR
IR D aEEIE T em, RIEIETFDBH = 1 emf
A5 LR Rl BEFEANUHER, THVE R A FhT &5
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ELAB T REBE it o — XM R B R HE— D W BN,

3.4 SRFBSIETHOH

) 2 AR 5 R AR SR SR e B A B )
FHOR, A LeWp i a] DAE R S A 55 () 4R /s A el AR
Ffi(Caceres et al, 2010). 5 m x 5 m& 1 M MEE 7 Fa 7
T M4 SRR, 13MARARE I Z i B A sm 2R
BERr A (e 4) o ARHE 1125 32 B4 A1 8 K =B
Ywp, BT R (Itea omeiensis) BACESSAT
(Camellia fraterna)~ WiL#TARKZ§ (Neolitsea aurata
var. chekiangensis). KL TEREH A I 0 AR,
HIBA YL RS, AR Z YRR AT DAE (Rt L e
AR AR . LR K A BRUR AR X R D,
I B, AR N T PR BRI A,
WA KA BLLZL(Rhododendron simsii)
%, %45 R S5 Legendre%5(2009)%F24 ha K FEHE Py 3
I RETT B AR SRR R A M A R ZE R UK, A2
ANYFR T AR 22 7 R BRI SR 20 TE 4 B o B A
ARl B B BORAEAR [F] AR B R . X AT g2 i T 1E
4w E SRR, MG IECR, K
BT VIR AN Sy BT E LT 2 B, U4l B B B
A AL AN A i 4 AN [ T AR Bl B B, 1X AT BE
5 AN FE R AE AN R R 8 W BOW P58 00 5 5K 22 57 4
KBTI, 2008). 524 hatfHiN1 m x 1 m&h ke
J7fR7NFh(HHE S, 2013)AH EL, ARG L A R s
WA A 3L A B FR AR IR B R Tar L B
2L, HEN R BORE T AR 22 0 EE AR G L T, B
ICRE T A R 3G K, L hont T 28 AR B8 0 1 5
FEIZWH, MO IX RS R AR M. itk
AL, KA ERE T HEAT 42 RE S T B AT SE 47 M 45
TN R B R RN 2 RE PR LE R L .

18 GERE U A2 3 T ) T 40 v O BIE 9 R B T R
YR EINPASURANENE S /P L i SURAE b i PUPNEIt] [ i
FEH ST LR RS mox 5 m&h T W IIRE 7 ()3
e, T DL S AT 7T QA RN B3 GBS W R
FEPERISENE, SEF s PR AR M eV AN R R B B Bk
Y2 R YERRDLE] . EREDI RN R, &)
B2 BB B BOR VR T R AR ) 5 A TR S,
FERRMAEVE SR TE B SR 3o 5 mox 5 m) v i
TURETT B ¥ ER A BT 9 5 AR 2 i B B v
et 54 2 R RP R R BT BE SR O b, X
W e UE AN J 2 4 AR A A AR v ) — L B )
PSP ) 6o BUAh, FER ARSI L, F24E

DR 223 1) A 1) ]RORE L AIF 58400 3 A R B L
NEEW) 2 PR LE FF LR B 7T 52 AL T i 1
B,

Bgt: Btz aFmLERBARKYRERLG
SHARABL TR X+, B#tAEHL24 hak
HHFZ XA AT ERFL G EALEIF. B FHe
T AVF1E,

S5 3CHk
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Appendix 1  Species checklist and number of individuals of 5 m x 5 m seedling plots in the 24 ha Gutianshan (GTS) forest dynam-
ics plot
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Appendix 1  Species checklist and number of individuals of 5 m x 5 m seedling plots in the 24 ha Gutianshan (GTS) forest dynam-
ics plot

Yrth DAY L TR h TR AMEEL
Species Scientific name Chinese family name Family name No. of individuals
g Castanopsis eyrei 7o b E} Fagaceae 4110
L7 Alniphyllum fortunei 7 BER Styracaceae 1448
T I Daphniphyllum oldhamii IR B it Daphniphyllaceae 949
DN Syzygium buxifolirm B At Myrtaceae 900
WA ZET Neolitsea aurata var. chekiangensis ~ FaF+ Lauraceae 791
WHLZLAE 2% Camellia chekiangoleosa 7R Theaceae 783
et i A Chimonanthus salicifolius R Calycanthaceae 688
Ak - i R AR Distylium myricoides SR Hamamelidaceae 627
FE 25 1% Eurya muricata W Z R Theaceae 625
FEIE - BRI Itea chinensis JRH LR} Saxifragaceae 583
PN Schima superba 25 Theaceae 545
BIOER S Camellia fraterna 7 Theaceae 536
ABA Raphiolepis indica Rt Rosaceae 434
ThERTE Rhododendron ovatum HASTER Ericaceae 428
J5 1 Ternstroemia gymnanthera %A} Theaceae 323
HrHE X Cyclobalanopsis gracilis 7o b E} Fagaceae 315
VRS %2 Corylopsis glandulifera SR Hamamelidaceae 311
1L A Litsea cubeba HE Lauraceae 296
AR Machilus thunbergii HE Lauraceae 293
22 Castanopsis fargesii 7o R} Fagaceae 273
Lgea i) Toxicodendron succedaneum EIUER Anacardiaceae 270
#wH Cyclobalanopsis glauca 7o HRE Fagaceae 267
ARAPAR Ardisia crenata K tH Myrsinaceae 253
AR Loropetalum chinensis SR Hamamelidaceae 235
AT S Meliosma oldhamii Y 2 Sabiaceae 171
BAEE AT 58 Tarenna mollissima R} Rubiaceae 168
IR Ilex micrococca ZFHFFR Aquifoliaceae 158
e F ARG Rhododendron latoucheae FRYTER} Ericaceae 151
ik Lithocarpus glaber 7o 3R Fagaceae 146
R Pinus massoniana Fas} Pinaceae 136
FLIEAGE Manglietia yuyuanensis PN Magnoliaceae 135
R HF R H Styrax odoratissimus 7 AR Styracaceae 128
e Zanthoxylum scandens EER Rutaceae 126
WL Al Diospyros glaucifolia i Ebenaceae 121
Wi Idesia polycarpa KAFF Flacourtiaceae 105
R HARCT Lespedeza formosa SF Leguminosae 105
iR Vaccinium bracteatum FERGIER Ericaceae 100
TERRAE Styrax dasyanthus 7 BAEFR Styracaceae 99
ZRR Symplocos stellaris AL Symplocaceae 94
VLR A Vaccinium mandarinorum FLRSTER} Ericaceae 90
AR Adinandra millettii 2% Theaceae 90
S v) Euodia fargesii =&FR Rutaceae 83




Wit DA TR H TR A
Species Scientific name Chinese family name Family name No. of individuals
a2 Elaeocarpus decipiens FEHER} Elaeocarpaceae 80
FATIES Rhododendron simsii FERS e Ericaceae 78
S Photinia glabra fxiea Rosaceae 72
LT3R Wikstroemia monnula Fiii 25 7 Thymelaeaceae 70
Witl Myrica rubra Wittt Myricaceae 70
KE Clerodendrum cyrtophyllum T HF B} Verbenaceae 66
LS E7S Diplospora dubia v HR Rubiaceae 65
MIRA Choerospondias axiliaris BB Anacardiaceae 64
EO)2 Litsea coreana var.sinensis FER} Lauraceae 60
Fe A Quercus serrata AR Fagaceae 58
Ba 7 Gardenia jasminoides H R} Rubiaceae 57
St Cinnamomum subavenium FaFt Lauraceae 56
(e ARE Eurya rubiginosa var. attenuata 25 Theaceae 55
HEAEEEiESY/N Pertusadina hainanensis FHER} Rubiaceae 50
N S EA Pieris formosa FESTERE Ericaceae 48
& Albizia kalkora ISR Leguminosae 48
fo R R Vaccinium carlesii FLESTERY Ericaceae 46
= Lindera reflexa TR Lauraceae 46
e Rhus hypoleuca EUER] Anacardiaceae 45
LEgy Euscaphis japonica AR Staphyleaceae 42
AT Rubus chingii IR Rosaceae 41
AR $7R Callicarpa rubella LRk Verbenaceae 38
XHE llex chinensis ES¢ Aquifoliaceae 37
TEAE Dalbergia hupeana R Leguminosae 37
e A Prunus spinulosa R Rosaceae 37
o E Bk Hydrangea chinensis JEH R Saxifragaceae 33
ES $s Ardisia brevicaulis SR Myrsinaceae 32
A llex elmerrilliana A5 F Aquifoliaceae 31
PRI Damnacanthus indicus R} Rubiaceae 28
W &H llex ficoidea ZEE Aquifoliaceae 27
E3e) Elaeocarpus japonicus FEHER Elaeocarpaceae 26
A Fraxinus insularis REE Oleaceae 26
HEE % Vibwrnum erosum AR Caprifoliaceae 25
B\ AR Alangium kurzii J\NAE Alangiaceae 24
g Michelia skinneriana NV Magnoliaceae 24
Y Acer cordatum B} Aceraceae 23
/N X Cyclobalanopsis myrsinifolia Fe R Fagaceae 23
U R AR Zanthoxylum austrosinense =& Rutaceae 21
HE Mallotus apelta KigFt Euphorbiaceae 20
ARG 354 Cleyera japonica 2 Theaceae 20
Bk Callicarpa bodinieri T Verbenaceae 20
PRIEEHK Camellia cuspidata 7R Theaceae 16
S PS Premna microphylla LT Verbenaceae 16
ORI A Machilus grijsii FaFt Lauraceae 15
T #4126 Buddleja lindleyana TRt Loganiaceae 15
T 1L Clerodendrum trichotomum LRk Verbenaceae 15
PNUREEIY Mussaenda shikokiana P 2 Rubiaceae 13
wmPPAZETF Litsea elongata TR Lauraceae 12
INKE AR Broussonetia kazinoki ZF Moraceae 12
NS Ilex latifolia AER Aquifoliaceae 11




Wit DA TR H TR K%L
Species Scientific name Chinese family name Family name No. of individuals
INERAE Ohwia caudata R Leguminosae 11
Al Diospyros morrisina FiliFt Ebenaceae 10
FkE Castanopsis tibetana 7o b E} Fagaceae 10
AR Malus leiocalyca R Rosaceae 10
BAH llex pubescens ZFHFFR Aquifoliaceae 9
HaA Aralia chinensis o Araliaceae 9
BAE llex rotunda ZHR Aquifoliaceae 8
R Sloanea sinensis k3Rt Elacocarpaceae 8
WL Cinnamomum chekiangense FifL Lauraceae 8
BT Pittosporum illicioides Tt e Pittosporaceae 8
i Symplocos sumuntia LAt Symplocaceae 8
LB Symplocos anomala AL Symplocaceae 7
R Celtis biondii HinFt Ulmaceae 7
Kbt Castanopsis carlesii Fe R Fagaceae 6
HEAR Sassafras tzumu TR Lauraceae 5
THARE Osmanthus cooperi PNV Oleaceae 5
piELI e Euonymus oblongifolius eV Celastraceae 4
A A Vernicia montana RERE Euphorbiaceae 4
fllpE Machilus pauhoi 1R Lauraceae 4
T ) 1 Cerasus schneideriana Rl Rosaceae 4
Heft e Elaeocarpus chinensis R} Elacocarpaceae 3
b FIEAN Rhododendron mariesii FLRSER} Ericaceae 3
HET Glochidion puberum KigFt Euphorbiaceae 3
EVUNSS Phyllanthus glaucus KigFt Euphorbiaceae 3
BRWRT Antidesma japonicum RERE Euphorbiaceae 3
St B R AE Hovenia trichocarpa var. robusta B 2R} Rhamnaceae 3
i IRAEHK Sorbus folgneri fxiea Rosaceae 3
FikE Photinia serrulata R Rosaceae 3
FETEN Sinoadina racemosa R Rubiaceae 3
Ly R Trema cannabina var. dielsiana HanFt Ulmaceae 3
NG E S llex litseifolia ZHR Aquifoliaceae 2
HEE Ilex suaveolens ZHF Aquifoliaceae 2
ERE M Lyonia ovalifolia HASFER Ericaceae 2
Bl Yulania cylindrica ARZEF Magnoliaceae 2
25 Maesa japonica He TR Myrsinaceae 2
H AR A Lasianthus japonicus subsp. japonicus H R Rubiaceae 2
LR Callicarpa giraldii LR Verbenaceae 2
HhIA Rhus chinensis R Anacardiaceae 1
R4 lex wilsonii ZHF Aquifoliaceae 1
KT Weigela japonica BER Caprifoliaceae 1
SRREYEY i Photinia beauverdiana faiea Rosaceae 1
1=y Aidia cochinchinensis F AR} Rubiaceae 1
R TER Meliosma flexuosa TR Sabiaceae 1
o [ 5 1L Stachyurus chinensis TEAER, Stachyuraceae 1
AR D W Reevesia pycnantha AR Sterculiaceae 1
HRMR Tilia endochrysea AL Tiliaceae 1
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Diversity and distribution patterns of climbing plants in the Himalayan
region

Liang Hu"
Geography and Planning School, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou 510275

Abstract: The Himalayas are a biodiversity hotspot. In this study, the taxonomic diversity of climbing plants in
the Himalayan region and its connection with neighbouring regions were analyzed, the distribution patterns of
climbers in the Himalayas and the Indo-Gangetic Plain were compared, and mechanisms were discussed. Re-
sults showed that: (1) The Himalayan region harbored a total of 1,083 climbing species in 309 genera and 72
families. Approximately 66.9% (725 species) of these species were woody or semi-woody climbers (lianas) and
the remaining 33.1% (358 species) were herbaceous (vines). Twining climbers accounted for 51.3% of the
climbing plants in this region. (2) The climbing plant flora in the Himalayas was significantly affected by
neighboring floras. About 74.1% (802 species) of the climbers in the Himalayas were also found in Southeast
Asia, 548 species (50.6%) were found in South Asia, and 530 species (48.9%) were found in Southwest China.
Only 125 climbers (11.5%) were endemic to this region and no endemic genus was recorded. (3) Species diver-
sity of climbing plants and their proportion in the flora gradually decreased from east to west in the Himalayas.
Twining climbers and lianas became more dominant in the western regions. At the genus level, species diversity
of most climber-rich genera decreased westward across the Himalayas and species diversity of only a few gene-
ra (e.g. Vicia and Cuscuta) showed an increase from east to west. (4) The distribution patterns of climbing plants
in the Himalayas and the Indo-Gangetic Plain were consistent. However, species diversity was higher in the
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FEIH: EHEK B ARREHEG(41101057)
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Himalayas and its decreasing trend westward was more significant. At the genus level, the average decreasing
rate of climber-containing genera from east to west is 8.4 genera per 100 km in the Himalayas and 6.3 genera
per 100 km in the Indo-Gangetic Plain. A total of 272 climber-containing genera in the Himalayas were shared
with the Indo-Gangetic Plain, and 196 genera were not found in the west regions (Central Asia and Iranian plat-
eau). In the 196 genera, 61 genera (31.1%) were distributed more to the west in the Himalayas than in the In-
do-Gangetic Plain, while only 8 genera (4.1%) were distributed more to the west in the Indo-Gangetic Plain than in
the Himalayas. In conclusion, species diversity and distributional characteristics of climbers in the Himalayas were
attributed in part to the geographical location of this region, the altitudinal and longitudinal gradients of climate and
habitats, and the diversification of adjacent floras. The similarities of the distribution patterns of climbing plants in
the Himalayas and the Indo-Gangetic Plain may be primarily due to similar east-west water gradients.

Key words: liana; vine; climbing method; Himalayan region; Indo-Gangetic Plain

Ly B AT A LE AR /IR EE B P, DR L AR
AT 230 E AR R . T S5 T R 2 AR I S A SR AR A
WAESE, AR TR AR, B 2 R
BN FE (McCain & Grytnes, 2010; Spehn et al,
2010). ERIEY) ZAEPEHOAFEVF 2 1L, Wk
WA 22 Sk s bk, o E PR L A
(Myers et al, 2000; Spehn et al, 2010). = 5 H7HE L ik

VIR ZREPE . REA TR DL B R T 45 52 % . ]
T IR 1) 3 % SR L <08 e X AR AR A Y
BEZER, BYRMEEYX ROE TS AR
Ry RS, Sy oR—gite) oy, - H A B
gy, WM g oy, ARy, PR R o 46
(Singh & Singh, 1987; Hajra et al, 1996). 7£ g1t 77 7]
b, FCHEAIX R B 0 S B B S ) by
Peo BIan, 725 DR TEAR R IX, MG HE 30 & K
WK BAERATI, PR, FEREMAR, H ok
BEEAR, BT AR, T AR, S A
PR, L AR B e S AR A SR A X R A
I FEARHERB X S0, R 70 W AE IE s L
A by 2 = SAEH G EMEZE D), 1983; Hajra
et al, 1996). fEARPUJ7 A b, BT B H A UKHART T
B RME AR R AT R, AR R A PRI AR R A Hb o
WA DR FF AR B BCAS E IR, R 2 etk L =
Ly MEP A N R o AR 0 T R AR AE2,500 kmiE 4R
T AR ) U R AR B, 345 2 b 38 ke 7 A0 A2 3 2
(R0 P 35) R AE A2 IX R B3 B 43 A1 X

Gl A VF 2 AR T — B, A 2 AV
A b A TE B T R HE A X I H B AR T e AR A
#%4(Srinivasan et al, 2014; Hu & Li, 2015; Thakur &
Negi, 2015). EEAE Y2 #ori T AATH BRARPIFh 2 4

PR EEEH 7y, FE RGP X &R AP ol
F 5, TR EDX R IR G A 5 =
A, T LE iR A AR ) X R BT o A
(Gentry, 1991; Hu et al, 2010; #i5%, 2011; Hu & Li,
2015). DRBRATE I W S48 R, SRR AT 5
B R MR R Bt EU AR R AR K, W ks A 7K
I A X TR A M ) Hb R A AR RS A O B
(Clinebell et al, 1995; Molina-Freaner et al, 2004;
Schnitzer, 2005; Hu et al, 2010). = D4l [X 344
o R E S AN K, BV BN A Y 2 6
PELE L AR VG J7 1) b A8 4k bl 2R 0 [7) 446 5 96 L P9 1)
HoAh s X H B E(Hu & Li, 2015); X 58 54
R X Y %) 2R 8 ) s AR A0 DA R L AR R A [X R
R A K. BT, MCF /D EWF A 5 DR
DX e ASAEL P R A =), FLAS 2 AN T M 1 1) A
JE 0 PA#R 7 (Tanaka et al, 1983; Rawal & Pangtey
1991; Barik et al, 2015), TiXf 84N & 5 4 b X (1)
R AT A (X 2R S FLZR 1P 7 ) B () ER AR SR R
DLHRIE .

AR SN I R X R A A X R R
AR A iE T2 77 N 2 REE AT T
Gert b, FEMEEAR b2 X 5 B AT 2R R T
FAE T EPERE BB A R X R A A X
FUHAT T AL B R A 2 R KL ZH Sy EH
R 1) T PR B AR 4K DA B 5 B R Y — i ] < 5t [X AR
WM LLER, TRIT T 5 S hrHE R X R AR ) (1
PEAE S5 S FER AL o

1 WHRFEE

L1 FENREEESEEIS
AT AR (BRI J T SR A
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W), fRReEdgESE . B, WAREl & B RS T
KB T HARAEY AR SN ) 2 P2 AR K, FEReEd
H S AE T/ SCRA A AR BR IR . A
VAW FE DX IR 20 B — P A A R B
RO SRR BB R IR, 7R 18 JOX Se Rt g A H b 2
SYATI AN EL G AR BB E AR R A . S IR
£5(2010), HE 25T 5T bk 7 A< 23 4 HJ5 Bk AR (vine)
FIA 5 A (liana); 4K 4 22 1% 77 30 & Foxh 8 76 mT H
SCHF W) A R F RE AR R R AR AN G 6 iR AR
(twining climber). &2 A< (tendrillar climber). P
Fff JB A< (adhesive climber) Fll & 2= i AS (sprawling
climber) 4 K. X3 2 FhEE4E 7 A4S, Wik
LANANGEI, ToBAEA A AR Bk 48 ) )
ANWRBHE, Jobh B ER B ARG B g AT N I
ANGEGER, HAMAN &R,
1.2 HEKFESZH

Fo A HE ) b BE 03 AT B0 S H DR
FOAHARHB X A E K Y& YA AR ER)
WL MRS X RBTRNL IR BHE RSiZ
H{ APG TII (The Angiosperm Phylogeny Group,
2009) . 1R 4 The Plant List (2013) & 2% %5 4% ¢
(http://www.theplantlist.org/) X [6] ¥ 57 44 347 T &%
iE, The Plant ListoA SR A 44 AR 4 OB AT 575
BORHFE, DB B TR S A ) B S 108
i 55 H B 43 2R 2R SO B B BB T

AR S AR iy XA X B R K1 43 AS 58 4 R R AT I
XK, JE e X Bl X b e 2 MTEUX, 9 fiseH
FIRTELR, N L X B X B 1) S B i [ A 7 K i
HIANR: ASCWFE ) & Sh i X A s R B, A
FHEG. JETH/REL. JEBTEHEEr. B DM /R B A
KIRBLOB . Ard B F E A EIR E PO a2
OB BE AR, APHBOEFEAFE JRIE P AR 2
DA BN FE 4 AN R 5 08 JE T /R Be B Je i 7K 2
[ PR 5 P SRR E H L E S54RI —#B s b
B E R S8R B 5 Bl AT BUX XYE B )
A KR B R AR X BN X . RS Db
i X A P AH RS RT LG &0 1 X PRI 2R, 3 S [
PURGHLIX . AR WPHLIX . e ME ML, FF B vy S Al
MEHL X I BEASHEAT 1 . e H A [ 7 g i (X B
BAE = BRTEARGN) VU1 P S LRk
JEEB; R WH X FEANf . ZRE . Z48. B,
IR = PR AN B ZR A6 DL S i [

P R PR AN 2R A L R I X4 B AR 28
P (% R | Y& VAR = R 3107 ) N ) 1 E 1
] (o 5 RME RIS 2R R )« 307 R 2R DA R R S
FRI-F B 2 BB e s DX A AR BT B T DA B
EREATH A —#7; h X AR EE i,
ARG HTE . B2 e L S HE L B

LBV E L Eh AN S SRR E R 13 R F N
L) 3 A A% SR HEAT X EE, FRATT3E Kt B FE Ve[ —fE ]
S Ji DX (B B i A AR s )R AT T R 2,
IRAE VU RO Bl 0 B (75 Bl 28 AN s
EOAESE PN TR VN7 ) I W) | E A 2/ iw (E oA S
AMELJEE P8 e I ) S B 2y, AR H I K
VRN /R ) ENELERS ZRFR ENFEALTTHE. BN
Iy L 9 B (5 B R 55 0 ) B IR b B 6 B

2 R

2.1 BEAESHEM

Ty R b X AR A X R R A AR ) 2
FE o BIPAT2AE RERI09 5 R JE 1,083 Fh ik 4
Y, 500G BOAEYI X R B R R A S A
H71.3% 38.2%H116.3%. HA X HAEYI625
288Jm984Fh, A7 EFHE1190.9%; T HAEYI9FI20
JEITH, 58.9%; BRT M KLRREER @2, &
0.2%.

A XK T RE AL 725F0, 5 R H1166.9%;
JRIBEAR3SSF, A7 S AE33.1%. TEARREAAT &
I ECA b, A X 5 200 A b P R X (69.7%) b 3R
PEIT, KT 4 7 0. (76.9%) 1 7 V.(74.4%), &= T 1
B = J5.(23.29%) AT T (18.7%)

2.1.1 MBEENE

HERKFE B, AL TR ATHERHE A X 43 (1)
R ATE Y- IE 10050, FEAER} # 7 BHAH % R ) ik
RIIAMETF50F . FIRSBML 5 AR X 5 R £
6.8%, {H B 2 i A P £ 5 A IX R AR S
42 8%, FEAFHEAML T 204 ) & ERHAE B EFH
PR R 10N R, e R AR205F, AR X AR
FlEUI27.2%; K FE RIS RS 134 F) ) 7l A ol
RAEF 1050, 3L 5 AR X A SE14.7%; (55
TR KRS 174 B0 R AP RAK T 550, 3
1110.3%0 R F27N S BRFH e A BN 7 A X e A
BFPE5.0%, HAPRE AR E RN OEREER
Az BRYCE VR REA (R D).
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Table 1 Taxonomic composition of the families containing climbing plants in the Himalayan region
4 Family TR AR S L BFURA ARBEA B4 Family EALIE BREAR O KA
No. of climbers  Vines Lianas No. of climbers Vines Lianas
HF} Leguminosae 162 75 87 BT #} Elaecagnaceae 6 0 6
JFerBkEL Apocynaceae 124 25 99 JEFEl Lamiaceae 6 0 6
JiefE®lL Convolvulaceae 69 52 17 Ki#Fl Lardizabalaceae 6 0 6
#7578} Cucurbitaceae 58 55 3 FELFR Primulaceae 6 0 6
Hi% Rl Vitaceae 50 7 43 HEEF Gesneriaceae 6 1 5
EHRAE Ranunculaceae 46 5 41 KI14%4F} Asparagaceae 6 3 3
P HEl Rubiaceae 42 27 15 PaFE &R} Passifloraceae 6 3 3
Rl Rosaceae 38 0 38 %R} Loganiaceae 5 0 5
#IHUEL Piperaceae 28 1 27 PRERERL Actinidiaceae 4 0 4
7 %8} Menispermaceae 27 7 20 TR EkF} Phyllanthaceae 4 0 4
Z 3%l Dioscoreaceae 27 26 1 TF} Amaranthaceae 4 1 3
fZ5Fl Rhamnaceae 25 0 25 BPKF} Acanthaceae 4 3 1
KEFL Oleaceae 21 0 21 2L EFRl Boraginaceae 3 0 3
#K#1F} Smilacaceae 21 0 21 HREEL Urticaceae 3 0 3
TFFl Celastraceae 20 0 20 ZEHTE AL Plantaginaceae 3 3 0
K EF} Araceae 19 0 19 ¥Rl Connaraceae 2 0 2
%%} Compositae 15 7 8 FAePkRl Dilleniaceae 2 0 2
ZF} Moraceae 14 0 14 LR Gnetaceae 2 0 2
&7 Bl Annonaceae 13 0 13 SEM-Hii Rl Hernandiaceae 2 0 2
FihnEl Araliaceae 12 0 12 H1EFHE Plumbaginaceae 2 0 2
227} Rutaceae 12 0 12 &Rl Santalaceae 2 0 2
JMEE} Gentianaceae 12 11 1 M B AL Commelinaceae 2 2 0
24Kl Aristolochiaceae 11 5 TofB 7R Sapindaceae 2 2 0
R} Campanulaceae 11 11 #i&l Solanaceae 2 2 0
KEAEEL Arecaceae 10 0 10 BWEL Anacardiaceae 1 0 1
1 #F} Capparaceae 10 0 10 Z58kFl Hydrangeaceae 1 0 1
AAF} Poaceae 10 0 10 YA MEl Olacaceae 1 0 1
FF} Polygonaceae 10 8 2 LA FF} Opiliaceae 1 0 1
ffH 7R Combretaceae 9 0 9 {EAIEL Paulowniaceae 1 0 1
&JREF Malpighiaceae 8 0 8 i EFL Polygalaceae 1 0 1
SRl Papaveraceae 7 7 0 DE PR} Cardiopteridaceae 1 1 0
A2 EL Icacinaceae 7 0 7 HTIEE Caryophyllaceae 1 1 0
15 XEEFR} Sabiaceae 7 0 7 FKALE}L Colchicaceae 1 1 0
FikF#} Schisandraceae 7 0 7 %%} Orchidaceae 1 1 0
B3ERL Malvaceae 7 1 6 HiBFl Stemonaceae 1 1 0
KEk%l Euphorbiaceae 7 3 4 M3t Total 1,083 358 725
B4R} Caprifoliaceae 6 0 6

J& BT b, AR X R AR ORI A6 &
RN LR & (Clematis, 4151 BHF J&(Rubus,
33 HHHUE (Piper, 28%1). 2 ¥i)& (Dioscorea, 27
M. SR F]E (Jasminum, 20F0)F1 3L 2 )& (Smilax, 20
B, BATA A X R 8 S AR 1.9%, (BT & ik
AT A XA D FhEL1)15.6%. Br Fid6JE4h,
FA2VBEARX W EAMEAMLT 105, RKICHE

€ J& (Tetrastigma, 17F1). 475 #E & (Argyreia, 16
. B JE(Hoya, 158 BF 3 & & (Vicia, 15F).
221 JE(Cuscuta, 14F1) T E J&(Ipomoea, 1451
B A B J8 (Rhaphidophora, 12 Fh) . 1 ¥ % )8
(Merremia, 12Fh). & (Derris, 12F1). M 1E)E
(Ceropegia, 1279 1 5044 J&(Aristolochia, 111 $i
Y I8 (Galium, 1171, %2 J&(Codonopsis, 11FH).
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¥ )& (Ficus, 11F0). 76 % J& (Rubia, 11F). FEHE)E
(Trichosanthes, 10%). £ W & (Bauhinia, 105}).
)L JE (Tylophora, 1081, JE%E J& (Rhynchosia, 10
. & JE (Pueraria, 10F0)A1 ¥} B J& (Cissus, 10F1),
FEN, WL & (Capparis)~ ¥&49% 8 J& (Cynanchum) 55
NG REE N BEAFEALTSH, L4
(Thunbergia) Ak & (Actinidia) 554040 7 J& 1
AP RAACT 30 KRR R B (Gnetum) . 1k &
(Entada)555TIRALE2FIEAS . R F 14405 R R AE
A X I R o An A VMR A (e LN & (Mukia) T84
1 )& (Todes) 75 T i J& (Pottsia)’%), 437 b & 1k Jg Al
FEE A L P B 46.6% F1113.3%; R Fh B A 155 )i
FECRE RTHERSIE). TRAT78). T RN13
JE)RIBE A RH10JE) .

212 BEHR

WR2FTN, B S X R A Y 2R T
N FE NGB, H RO & A4 B4 6 22 4%,
W B 22 5% () M S e b

PSR EEPR R AL 556, AR A X T (51.3%)
PIREAFIS . DLYESSEEP N £ 1) & AR E EadE T
FH129Fd) S ATHERH108Fd), FEILRHSSFI). BH
BHASHHFPT RN TR . 35 E R B AR IO R BT
JE@1IFN) E BB QTR IR R (1670).

AR SRR R AR IL270H0, o5 A IX ik AR Tl A
24.9%. HA LSS ERH IR SR8, B
FHEOFMFI R 2255 FHHARHEH T8 (33
EAF R NEE, LUONRR RN R, %
117t

B M BEAR R AL 17T RR, o7 A X R A i b 1)
16.3%. FLA AR 355 AL T RS8P A
H RN AT, TRNQ6FN AR IR Q1M A A D
KUNGEESE . LSRRI N R (20%).
EEICHE R (17 FIEF B G JR(15F); HLAh, FERE)E .
I R A R R JE AR 10Fh S R A

W PR ZE R A IL8ORN, 1157.4%. VAAEMREE
TR AT EABURE (28 ) A1 IR i 2 Aok (19 ) FAY PR B 2 ok A
%, AT R OGRS 8. EMEE02
By W5 (1) DA K LAWR 35 45 & YR SR 2R 47 (1) S 22
J&(145H).

22 BERAEYIMIERS
221 EDNEMXSENMXAEER
B A X B A 2 R 2 52 R AT X A

MIX RPN, JHR R e A [ P R X
2, 99.7%MH1E B JE AN186.3% I A Tl R AE < g I
A M 5 (] G R R X A A

7R R 2 9 R AR o = X (97 B
621)83,449F1) . = D hr X 1972405 Rl 4 4R TE
R BEA A, BRIEWE T & (Cicer). TEAL TR
(Cochlianthus) 55 12 J& 4, & 112974 & )&
(96.1%) 75 7R 7 MEAB 5047 R A 73 A1 5 S hi 1,083
Tl F A AEL 4 vb A7 802 (74.1%) 7E 25 1 3V 1B [X A5 43
o PR, EHiE. S, EICkE.
FHE . FERMRZEYUABEERANES, X
S R 7 5 i L X 11 B A B A N S (3R 3)

i 3 DX AR AR AR A N AR e, (EAR A
B R HEHL X S & (8614108 1,386 F), H.FF IVt
ISR T N1 TR L P T e s ol 7 P
SEM AL, AR SRR IS ERELAN, B
X H 468N S HERHE B WAL A A, B
TR [X 2434 25 1 JR (78.6%) F1 S48 Fft JBE A< (50.6%)
TEF A A B Sh AEH X 345 R
WIS B M 2 FEE ORI (GR3), HE WL E S
b A X g R LG S 8 (Fallopia) B L&
(Apios) = WHEJE(Crawfurdia)51E N F66JF .

Hh ] VG R X — R R B S R e, 5
ARSI = DR A X X R R EY), B
KIYIX Z(T981332)8 1,746 ) R AL B 2 Ak K AL R
BEAN, BRAZ B I8 (Natsiatopsis)~ 1 J&(Scindapsus)~
T B J& (Goniostemma) 18 1) =% J& (Erythrorchis)-
J& W T R 5568 )/ L ARTE H E VU R 40 A, B b
X 241785 B J& (78.0%) A1 53011 i 7 (48.9%) 7E 1 [H
PR X A Ao R AR X R k4
& BT R R AN E, P E
T b DX A TH DR RFEC = (1 2 AR, 0 5 b
X (R ASFE ) X 5 77 A J2 2 R (R 3)

BRANZEHE AL, AP B v J A0 o b X Sk F %)
B R X ) AR B A K. — 5T, BT
R ATEY) 2 FEVE B 2R ) PO IR, 28 S AT oK R BUBE A
Y Z R CRONBRR, SRR &8 Jm A A
FANZOFI93JE179F ¢ o 5 —TJ71HI, BEAAEA 2 KK
SPEAE AT X (208134 8 13454 A0+ B v S 4 [X (22
Bl4oJ@155M AR R K. Rk, REE DR MHX
(1) Tk A HEL P S A AE O B v R (12.0% 1 75 7 g A
5.5% 1) Ji AR et 288 T e I AL X (8.7 % 11 5 T & A1 5.0%
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Table 2 Subdivision of climbing plants and their proportions (%) in the spermatophyte flora of the Himalayan region

Hu[X District

JHLEBEA Twining climbers #ZBEA Tendrillar climbers

G B #E A Adhesive climbers & A= f A&  Sprawling

climbers
ZFi B SE. Himalaya 312 (48.6) 109 (17.0) 59 (9.2) 162 (25.2)
A FHE Bhutan 317 (53.6) 94 (15.9) 29 (4.9) 151 (25.5)
JeF/RE Nepal 276 (55.0) 90 (17.9) 21(4.2) 115 (22.9)
JukT 575 B Uttarakhand 183 (53.7) 63 (18.5) 21(6.2) 74 (21.7)
O /KRBt Himachal 123 (60.6) 46 (22.7) 7(3.4) 27(13.3)
T K R Bt Kashmir 103 (57.5) 33 (18.4) 12 (6.7) 31 (17.3)
Mt Total 556 (51.3) 177 (16.3) 80 (7.4) 270 (24.9)

®3 EDNEREMSHMXEASAFENIRELEME

Table 3 The most climber-rich genera in the Himalayan region and its neighbouring regions

= hfE Himalaya %M SE. Asia B S. Asia

*HEPiR SW. China

A Iranian Plateau 73V C. Asia

BREEJE Clematis (41)
BT JE Rubus (33)
WU Piper (28)

E )& Dioscorea (27)
KAE Jasminum (20)
HE)E Smilax (20)
RICHEE Tetrastigma (17)
RIS BRI Argyreia (16)
BR2JE Hoya (15)
W5 G JE Vicia (15)
FEJE Ipomoea (14) HEJE Ipomoea (44)
WL TR Cuscuta (14) fajkE Derris (41)

BIEIE Calamus (87)
2% Dioscorea (83)
B Piper (74)
JEICHEJE Tetrastigma (66) A HEJE Calamus (29)
HAUE Piper (29)

EER Ipomoea (37)

KFIJE Jasminum (61)
LB R Bauhinia (61)
W R Argyreia (59)
BHTFE Rubus (56)
HH)E Smilax (53)
BR2JE Hoya (48)

HKFIB Jasminum (24)
258 Dioscorea (22)
W& Capparis (21)

W& Dalbergia (21)

WISHEIE Argyreia (39)  BESENR Clematis (68)
BT JE Rubus (65)
HHJE Smilax (53)

E & Dioscorea (39) - -

R Piper (32) - -

MITAE)E Ceropegia (30)

BRERIEJE Clematis (25)

JE%E )8 Rhynchosia (20)

Wi G )8 Vicia (30) WL JE Cuscuta (31)
WY F)E Cuscuta (21) WG JE Vicia (21)
\WWEGJE Lathyrus (16) \LWEGJE Lathyrus (15)

LY4R )8 Aristolochia (32) — -

BIERER Actinidia 31) - -
KAE Jasminum (29)
RICHEE Tetrastigma (29) — -
FHHJE Hemsleya (29) - -
FEtEJE Trichosanthes (27)
IR Tetrastigma (20) 5ZJ& Codonopsis (23) - -

7 B SRR e S X TR A AR T 1O R 5 TR B AR B

* Genera with less than 10 climbers in Iranian Plateau and Central Asia were not list.

(1) i AP 28) 19 43 A1 BB B ARAR, (H7E A IX 16 36 4%
B BEA S H R BT 5 EE AR, fE— e R LR
T E SR AR X R R B, R R
AR XA A X e A B 2 (PR A B 8 2 %
2 YR BT E, FhRYEIE20F0(K3); i
JELE A KR 2 A LURP AT OFP R A, (IR T8k 28
HEJE (120, & e A KR A B H U 11.7%.  HoAih
—UPEAR BT AR R R et R
Xof 5 Ty b [X G 3 1 2H et AT — e R RE A,
B9 B (Lathyrus)FEWE G )&
222 EDNEMXEBEAEHIES

X} 5 By e X 1,083 M i ASAE 5 SR AE(A) 2
FAHARIX I W.(B) AR FEIE(C)s HEPER (D).
B w1 i B I (B) B 2 A I U EAT T Siit (GR4), 4
R, B DR X A ) (0 o 3 53 A B A L
TR

()ZR RV 7 P A ] 7 e AL (X3 P s e BF
RN E DR X . h X 1,083 A
Hh, 5247(48.4%)7E e WA S = b iDL R (ABC
ABD. ABCD)¥Jf5 40 4i; %0 b7 4i#i(AB(CD)E)
A H A 2 A0S 22 A7 (AB. AC. AD. ACD), iX
— LA = 15584.6%

QERZHFFAE. RIXEARAH &S, 10125
il B A% (11.5%) N A X e Re A, KT 4H <5 1) 7
(33.8%)~ ZR i W (28.5%) 1 E FE R (15.2%) . 45 H
FEAMBREEEMNE R EORE SRS T EA0F).
LRIEJE(OF) . AU (68N MITIER(6F) AT 5
R (5T

(3) B B v JEL R R IV 8 A B B T Ry BR T 55 S
FEPUHE, WA KRB & .. EE S
ML DATE 23 AT (AE) B B 2R G210, Wi K422
F(Cuscuta gigantea)~ Rubia himalayensisH
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Table 4 Distribution patterns of the 1,083 Himalayan climbing species in different part of the Himalayan region

vigir AR AL TOAT KR HOMR Jebi 4 JRTH/RBL AFHBE RFFEL
Distribution Climbers Kashmir Himachal Uttarakhand Nepal Bhutan SE. Himalaya
ABCD 286 (26.4) 43 (24.0) 64 (31.5) 127 37.2) 191 (38.0) 228 (38.6) 219 (34.1)
ABC 227 (21.0) 38 (21.2) 45 (22.2) 82 (24.0) 102 (20.3) 134 (22.7) 118 (18.4)
ACD 127 (11.7) - 2(1.0) 14 (4.1) 47 (9.4) 50 (8.5) 102 (15.9)

A 125 (11.5) 10 (5.6) 12 (5.9) 24(7.0) 48 (9.6) 52 (8.8) 49 (7.6)

AC 100 (9.2) 3(1.7) 3(1.5) 4(12) 13 (2.6) 41 (6.9) 72(11.2)

AD 65 (6.0) 2(1.1) 3(1.5) 8(2.3) 18 (3.6) 15 (2.5) 49 (7.6)
AB(CD)E 57(5.3) 35 (19.6) 36 (17.7) 39 (11.4) 44 (8.8) 33 (5.6) 19 (3.0)

AB 43 (4.0) 10 (5.6) 13 (6.4) 21 (6.2) 17 3.4) 22 (3.7) 5(0.8)

AE 21(1.9) 19 (10.6) 6 (3.0) 2(0.6) 2(0.4) 1(0.2)

ABE 13(1.2) 11 6.1) 9 (4.4) 7.1 4(0.8) 1(0.2)

ABD 11 (1.0) 2(L.1) 6(3.0) 8(2.3) 10 (2.0) 10 (1.7) 6(0.9)
A(CD)E 7(0.6) 5(2.8) 4(2.0) 5(1.5) 6(1.2) 4(0.7) 3(0.5)

AF 1(0.1) 1(0.6) - - - -

A: BOFHE B: B C: REW; D: FIETVER; (CD): REW ek Ehrg; E: FElm R F: JE.
A, Himalaya; B, South Asia; C, Southeast Asia; D, Southwest China; (CD), Southeast Asia or Southwest China; E, Iranian Plateau or Central Asia; F,

Africa.

Vincetoxicum canescens, & ShifE. Fg & H LAY
43 A (ABE) 1 Fl 28 A 13 8, G BA AT % 22 7
(Cuscuta monogyna)~ J& P98k Ee3%E (Clematis graveo-
lens)M Cynanchum acutum; 5 i S H DA FI L
AR O3 A T AE 7 I SR K (A(CD)E) R 74> &
% (Fallopia convolvulus) %43 (Galium spu-
rium)~ BK 1 9% (Solanum dulcamara) — i M 2 1
(Dioscorea deltoidea) ~ # #t 11 # & (Lathyrus
pratensis) « B Bi . (Vicia sepium) F1 H 7 £k £k &
(Clematis tangutica). 74k, A —FE3EM-= L
HENE] BT 93475 (AF), B Merremia palmata, 12%Fh{EAEM
JoAm, AR P A KR X A 1 5%

2.3 BRAEYIHIERES

23.1 EDNEMXEREAREIEEE T

Ly e Hb X R A HE ) 2 1 E R IR T B
FEARH B AR A 5 fE R TR R6 B, &8
BEL 2 S R R A b 8035 1 2R 1) 7 328 (3R 5);
TR X Z e ATl B e FAE R X 2 e
L5 (CPF) i 7k 642 (13.0%) 591 (10.8%). 502
(9.8%)~ 341 (8.0%). 203 (6.0%)F1179 (4.2%).

ANFES R MR 5 SR X 2
ARVG A ]2 . BEAE R AN 2 HEVEAE H 2R M)
a6 Boh ) BEAR N R, — 7, ES R
IR 1) 7 2% B o A 0 T AR 1) LU A T B U, 17 5
ALLGIFHR. EFH(GRS); R —TJ7 1, JRSeBEPR e AR

Lo REUE B, SRS R A LU 2 R FEiE
B T A AR B 5% () L9 AR AL 34 AR B JB. (R 2)

AR, AN 73 A 1) o AR AE = S har FHE 2R 1 1) )
BAEAFE LS. BHIKTF L, SRE R
SIS, SR HRE S S RE E AR A P
6B A R R T, (RS BRI NBEARZ T
P8 PR R R BN PHB, P R
FEA Z R FNEE =, AEJE /R LR 28 F 7
KR BE R AL RHIEAE 38 = = SR LB =R
HESE = JEIKT b, KRZHRMBEAR 2 1 b
RAETHEE, WEHTE. R, ZFE. KL
J& - BREJE A, 10U W) e AR AR P AT i,
75 & R AN 22 T IR (3R 6)
232 EDHESENE RSN F R XA LI

555 E b HE L X A SR 2R AL, R AN 2 R 1
T B[R AT — 0] 7 Ji i X 2 30 R e )
A, AHFANHIX 22 () 47— e 22 1] o 7 B[ E YA]— e o]
PR X R EE A Fondr . ERrA R dET IR, mh
V4 5 LR W AR B, R B 1) e AR 0 A B
K HCPFR R N917 (15.4%) 467 (13.8%)~ 320
(13.0%)- 295 (11.4%). 123 (11.8%)H168 (3.5%), CPF
SRR FE AN G 5 Sy R X B

55 D g Y] VAT S SRR b, e X T
J& 2R ) VG980 (R A RN S A A . B
Hh X 23 AT 30940 5 ik 8 R, A 233 @ 1E A KR B
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Table 5 Climbing plant diversity in different part of the Himalayan region

Hu[X District #} Family J& Genus F Species HRBEA Vines (%) ARFEBEA Lianas (%)
% F B SE. Himalaya 69 239 642 178 (27.7) 464 (72.3)
AFHB: Bhutan 67 235 591 185 (31.3) 406 (68.7)
JEH/REL Nepal 62 195 502 176 (35.1) 326 (64.9)
JLBiT B Uttarakhand 54 157 341 125 (36.7) 216 (63.3)
H5#%/KB Himachal 35 105 203 98 (48.3) 105 (51.7)
LK/ B Kashmir 30 93 179 83 (46.4) 96 (53.6)
Mt Total 72 309 1,083 358 (33.1) 725 (66.9)
F6 EDHEMXBEAMBSEAEENIRNEEBAEEREARS T
Table 6 Distribution of the 12 most climber-rich genera in the Himalayan region
J&4 Genus TR AT AL FLAT KRB I EREB JbT e 1 B JeiaRE  AFHE PNEE
Climbers Kashmir Himachal Uttarakhand Nepal Bhutan SE. Himalaya
BRESEIR Clematis 41 12 16 17 27 16 21
BT JE Rubus 33 0 1 6 17 21 18
HIBUR  Piper 28 0 0 4 6 11 22
2358 Dioscorea 27 3 5 9 12 9 26
FKFE Jasminum 20 5 2 8 9 12 15
R Smilax 20 2 4 10 13 12 15
JRICHEE Tetrastigma 17 1 1 6 11 13 11
W BEE Argyreia 16 2 1 4 8 10 6
B2 JE Hoya 15 2 1 3 4 12 10
WHEE Vicia 15 10 11 7 6 4 4
T JE Cuscuta 14 10 3 4 3 3 5
HZJE Ipomoea 14 3 3 7 9 3 2

PG IR B A7 A S RN TR R AR A AT, PSS A
100 kmig /> 8.4 E kg, o LLALKT 5 45 B 1)
i L), B AR A 6N B b 1) R JE L
PR 5 D B 20.5% 17.9% 17.9%. 19.7%-
7.7%H116.2%. B iR X 2 A 13094125 g & v
A 272 J& 75 B[ B o] e ] SR A A g A o A, Hop
196 & 75 LT3R AL IR LAV A 1 A 70 A1, P34
FAETE100 kmi /> 6.340 5 k8, oo DLd N B
(98D S B R H AR R TG 6 B2 (1 75 T g Eb
BRI N28.6% 19.9%. 12.8%. 25.0%- 11.7%F0
2.0% (K1)

T JR E B I i e b X o0 A P AR L
B Y B 0] 1 S 5 (i G o 2 Ty et [T D JE Vi) —
] T 5 DA VS AS AT TR A A0 A (1 1964 2 ik i
FO1JE(31.1%)7E 5 Ey 4 b X1 ik A 73 A7 4 5t L
T B BEIT B ST J5 (1) 43 A7 ik 25 SE SR (B i,
LA 56455 1k J A BT 5% 4 LA 8 (1) B0 55 Y] — ] S Ji

AN A AR, M 35 38 (Heterosmilax)

S S5 St 4561 6 5 2% 40 FE M X 7T 494 25
Jeva/RB, LBLBAERE & (Gardneria) %84
J& FTAE VU A R R AL BT E R B WA TR
(Elaeagnus)~ L J& (Gynostemma) 554 J& 13 LE A
BEDERB. B, mERE. 5 RXEE(Sabia)
17485 Tk Je8 A B JEE Y] — e Y~ 40 A 22 A6 77 FREL,
T AE 5 5 o X AT 40 0 1 78 A i 28 e oK R B

JER A AT VG PN BRI i 7 R AR E R AL —
Kb Ny SRR e BB A LAVE (FR26 )8, A s
(Broussonetia)~ 18] % =% J&(Erythrorchis) SRACHEE
(Friesodielsia)FZ1 % i J& (Stelmocrypton)); 73— 4k
LR E- LT AVE L 168, andiiUE . B
Bk )& A8 )& (Dalbergia). 84N & (4.1%)4E EI
JEE AT AT~ JER R 4 AT 78 S LU AE B B b X 4
A i 2 B ARV, ) W BE R )& (Anodendron) F & 1 5L
J& (Actinostemma) YA AE 5 i HE 1) 2R B B o9 AT,
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Bl EDRNEMENERIEAERBXSHRENSHAES . EEARAERGHFRREEANSEXBEELRASHNSERE
e, BHSPHRFRTESXEPEHEREI0 kmBACHEHREY, BEARRE—2BRRES TR T EEDRIMRMENE-
1B EX AR MR, RAUERMIZEXTHARERHERS.

Fig. 1 West distribution boundaries of the climber-containing genera in the Himalayas and the Indo-Gangetic Plain. Black columns denote the
number of climber-containing genera disappeared in the west sections. Numbers in brackets denote reduced climber-containing genera per 100 km to
the west in each section. Dashed lines denote the west distribution boundaries in the Himalayas and the Indo-Gangetic Plain. The width of the dashed

line corresponds to the number of genera following this model.

T 7 B FE T e - iR, i3 43 75 40 A 22 B G R 36,
JaFAE VG A AT
3 g
3.1 ESREMXBRAEYXRNEFSR

B L e X T A AR A X &S e i B PR AR R
BRZREATE, WARERX EMEAERE. 559
P HE L X AE YD R 1 — B DR 32 %0E, %X
AR AR, TN R JE BT SR AT AT LB R AL,
K WA RIE . Ahmedullah (2000)512% 7 55
P HE AR HB AP R R B B9 67 N J@ 5 Mitra Fl
Mukherjee (2007) %1 2% 7 56 ™45 A 8L R A )&
Manchester55(2009) %128 | & 5 4 FE AR H 30N REA
J& o VEE R IX L8 I A R G K B itk
17 7 BB, KRR, —J71H, W&
JA A X P IX R A A RIR A GRS, —15
R AN R 43 A JR) PR T 5 5 3 X () Jag 7 G Ath b
[X 177 & 3 - 6140, Ahmedullah (2000)[¥) 44 5% H1 %2 /b
A RS S NENRARE, WERILRE
(Brachystemma) FV¥E+] Z5 K J& (Hemiphragma); Mitra

FMukherjee (2007)1 44 3% H 1 2/ 164 & 1) 47
X 7 E SRR, AT &8
(Neohymenopogon)FI 516 1 & J&(Loxostigma) <5 -

—J7H, RGREFOHRBA AT T — R
J&, XFMEBLAE S AT E R It R .
41, Ahmedullah (2000) LA & MitraFMukherjee (2007)
(RE A 8 44 S R HE AN S A Ik A A 1) Y
BN & (Indofevillea) . —Z¢JNJ&(Biswarea)fl =1 J\
J&(Edgaria). 8 NJ&EE R AN (L khasiana)—H,
AT E SRR B AFEEAIBT A, HiEk
T 40 f) A2 AL 38 R B — BT # L jiroi (Schaefer et al,
2012). =2 N @A =42 B LE RS B h A —
M B AR TN B (Herpetospermum) ] 9% 22+ 0 B %
(Kocyan et al, 2007), SchaeferfliRenner (2011)4Hif
P JE IR VS o P00 20145 4138 187 b AL
operculatum (Pradheep et al, 2014), A% EA
FONE D3 R A )8 . MitraflMukherjee (2007)F)
AR AR IC R R A g b k2% R
(Archiclematis), ARG KB FH TR ILERIAN
B2k 3% @ (Miikeda et al, 2006; Xie et al, 2011). 3
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M3 R B sk R B T TR AL B
Treutlera, T insignis—Ff; 1ZFPLEME NS B A
s Afi(Jagtap & Singh, 1999), 1 H.2: 7T Surveswaran
QOIMHNIZJE M LIE LB ARG K B =W 745 R,
Z &R A AT BE N VTN L ZE i )& (Gymnema) . 7 4b,
WE D& (Agapetes)TEY) BT 2 S HLHE RS [ 7E
FA AR R S5 o A, (R 2 AR EA, 1T CPE s
YE) H3HCRAEE, 1986)F (HEEME) &
57 (7 EiAESE, 1991)%5 TR 0 A T 2 B
TR BB EWE MNA. anonyma) % /> B EEFR 2]
PEo ZAPTHIFR AN IR, HREYERIL B
H Z AP IE 20k R BB T SR (Airy-Shaw, 1948),
AT R T TR ST A WU, A & Fh A B A
L HIBEA T IEWs . R, 7] DL S d AL X %
AHRIEEX FRRASHRE.

2 L AT L X (1) 5 W) i 35 S - X R A
HYIX R 5 — MR BRSO ESR B = S
FEHL X N A S Z R R R A1, € = B
A X7 AR HE 0 A% SR 1 — A EE L R bt 0 X
BRI Z ot 7R EE W X2 N ik A e ) 2
FEPEAC, HHT RO 35, R T X R A A A7
ToFEE, Wb ERA S EE A 148 (5,
2010); BV BEASTE )PP HE I TR0, HARRA PR
mi(Hu & Li, 2015); HO RO BA i i B i AR Fer AN
%, H% 22 J@ AVEY B 5 ) R A TR I W At [X
%o DR, B e AR 0 ) R AR A A RS2 AR R IR
b [ PE A X R MR 2 VAR I AN A )
H S o A AR 52 R e PR v ] VY e A ) X 2R ) R e
Ah, 38 5 IEAR B B v R AN RO AE A X R B R
1, SRt H5ERPN-H g Y X R ISR,
B L S ) R AN A ) A A W Y 2 e AR )
X Z P50 o
3.2 ESHEMXEREAEIER R E R

AP S ) M BSR4 AT 52 3 i sL A AR A
Z %55 1E H (Srinivasan et al, 2014) . /& B AAEY)
1 e AL B I 2 R Y T 4R, (E R
M A Y R TR I T R a2, FRE
UEHT A T 4R B B2 >R (Burnham, 2015). ), 1E
S SR B 5 — R (R A, 1979), il i
AR T AN T R e S P B AT T B L R L X AR A X &
R R A B IR0 . SR, = S h HEAEY)
X B2 BEYARA NS =, AR E =42

B AL AT ISR R SR 48 2 38 B 5 B R A X
F e B AE R 1) (Singh & Singh, 1987; 5K 77 1k &%,
1988; P, 2002). BRIk, BLARE SR X g AR
WX ZR S HDER A 5] 1 3 2 R B ARSI, T
AED7 S0 AERUCEVKI], B S RHERR 450 LLA )
4273 351 9 0K )1 B 78 5 (Srinivasan et al, 2014);
UK)INIBHEN G, S A SR IX AP X 5 b i) e A ) A
FoAth 2P SAE A 193 LAAE B 5 hHE I X A% 3 A0 9 8K,
B AR R -

ARG 0 SRR X B A R A M
PEAE R 1 F AT o 5 B R ] —fE e~ S ) B
o B SHRLAE X R BEARE Y B R B B AR 174
HIRAES, KRBUSWAE. 5K, BAgIimE
T 2 M6 1R AE B 5 FE M X i) 22 AL 5 — 3
(Srinivasan et al, 2014; Thakur & Negi, 2015). &5
ZRVETT 0] b ASAE ) CPE 48 £ 1) P MR B2 bE I 1A
[Fi) 4 JE2 3 L P9 AR 1L DX 2K (Hu et al, 2010; Hu & Li,
2015), AUk, CPFAE BRI E St X 5
IR 160 V5 B 326 ik 7 34 b B 2 i) —E ] ~F J5 BE R 35 5,
H. [7) &8 T AR W P £ B b X ) 23 A 7 AR S
Voo —J7TH, BEAYIHE R AR R ) 2K AN
e[ 7 R X R AR P B ) IS R A S
Hby DX A B R R —tE P SR F N R A S —TT L, b
JRZE T RS B SRR B . 7K R
WA B VIR

Ly R P XA B P AR A 3 AR I AE S B
FE &, ZRVGT7 0] _EAEAH R4k B A A A 22 e A
HIE . P A KR S B S KA GRT Al )
IR B EARR AR, KRB AP BN, H
HRAEY OSSR R E . e J&(Poranopsis)
B4k J& (Cissampelos) & ik J& (Aspidopterys)
K R 8 (Hiptage) 55 #4H5 i 7 (Hajra et al, 1996).
RawalfllPangtey (1991)%F 55 Lh 7 7 o 35 111 o g A
YIRIWT T4 R B 7R, DAURE N 2R O i) e
(W= 5L J&(Caesalpinia). HIEJE. WE. B¥E)Z
S AAEREIRB00-1,000 mULF, T LAZR I AR AS 2
P rpC (K S8 2 0 AT AE 545 800-1,000 m A _E(Bngk
AAEJE - BERRR B T R TRR ), 48Fh i LRk
A2 FE2,500 mbL A 30, 17E2,500 mbL L
VA 53 AR TE M R ARIE 1200 BHUE W] W, VRGO B
R AR AN A 55 1) 2 AR AN S 25 o3 I A i A
B R e X LA E SR R —.
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B B DR AR X AR ) 2 R 1 S L Hb B A SR 1115

K G FAE 2R 1 G ARG AR A PT R R TE B D
oL A R B i —Fi o] P S5 DX TR s R AL 1) R AR AL
SRR AR R B R R . BEAAE ) A b EAK SR
B 2R KPGAF IR FI(Hu et al, 2010). L0RTAT
R, BRI 2 S TR R R AR ) 1 I LR FE
A, T 7K G S 1) 22 57 2 LR ) JoR AN AR ) 1 2R G 1)
O)A e 7T, AE T R B VAT R S iR
X, BE/KEIIIE ARV R 2, 1A
VG 8 1 X A2 1) B R LUK T AR 3 L X, s A oKOR
b X S5 B AU T g X . S — 5T, O
FLFEAS ST B DA TE % B 1) [ 7K 50 L B Yol —fE ] ~F
JRAHN B s Bilan, = Shr 4k 1,500-2,000 mid
Bl P ) 4 1 7K 2 A R 5 294,000 mm, T4
2,000 mm, T 74 3 29 1,000-1,900 mm (Singh &
Singh, 1987; Hajra et al, 1996); iy #H W i B[ & ] —|E
TP JR K B AR 5246 . din$24491,500-2,500
mm, /R FE/K & 581,000 mm, 1475
Je HAEPEES00-1,000 mm 2 [71] (Hajra et al, 1996). [X]
I, A TR AR TR SR X 1 A L
FE B BE VAT —PE AT P R SE T, HOASPHB R H DA %
R P TR A AR 22 M 47 B B R YA P JEURE B B
.

N 235 Bl 0t i A A P (R BIR A R A — i 1Y)
S BT K SRR . NIRRT A
FHXTEAR, 5 P et X AR MAE 4 1 K B AR A7 #
B B3 EE AT —E AT S Ji 1 X 2 4 (Hajra et al, 1996). EfI
JE YT ] SV J5 2 R SC B R R, L2 R
{147 JER A AL A 0 DR REL 7S 28 P b vt 2 1 78 A 25 E A
oL Pk (Hajra et al, 1996; Kumar, 2001), il HLis /R
ORI AR AT 75 R AN 16.81%, H M EFIA L —F
(Singh et al, 2001). £ AR J5 LR AF AN 1)
AR = E WA AE A TR, BlantE
A6 77 3 X 8 v A R B AR AR ik S 2% (Premna
scandens)~ 15 W (Mallotus repandus)~ FFFELZEE
(Clematis cadmia)~ Uvaria hamiltonii <5+ 53 %
(Hajra et al, 1996). BEATHI 2% 2] R AE S HAL
FEA) 1) 56 4 T R R ISR, GO A A S5 1 2 DA AR
MR AR, MRS Shi X B EE
FE: Ll B R Y] ~F Ji B 1
S Rk

Ahmedullah M (2000) Endemism in the Indian flora. In: Flora
of India: Introductory Volume (Part II) (eds Singh NP,

Singh DK, Hajra PK, Sharma BD), pp. 246-265. Botanical
Survey of India, Calcutta.

Airy-Shaw HK (1948) Studies in the Ericales, V. Further notes
on Agapetes. Kew Bulletin, 3, 77-104.

Barik SK, Adhikari D, Chettri A, Singh PP (2015) Diversity of
lianas in Eastern Himalayas and North-Eastern India. In:
Biodiversity of Lianas (ed. Parthasarathy N), pp. 99-122.
Springer, Switzerland.

Burnham RJ (2015) Climbing plants in the fossil record:
Paleozoic to present. In: Ecology of Lianas (eds Schnitzer
SA, Bongers F, Burnham RJ, Putz FE), pp. 205-220. John
Wiley & Sons, Ltd., West Sussex.

Chang HT, Kong YC, But PH (1988) The origin and its affinity
of the Nepalese flora. Acta Scientiarum Naturalium Univer-
sitatis Sunyatseni, 27(2), 1-12. (in Chinese with English ab-
stract) [k 7538, VLA, EERSIE (1988) JBIA/RMAEMIX R
FEIR M HORG R R, L R (B RRHERR), 27(2),
1-12.]

Chen XG (1979) K-Ar Dating and division of the Himalayan
movement in southern Xizang. Scientia Geologica Sinica,
14(1), 13-21. (in Chinese with English abstract) [FRHf s
(1979) VU5 B B[R] i 31 M J5 47 e (R 8 5 & SR Fikis )
B4 . B RN, 14(1), 13-21.]

Clinebell RR, Phillips O, Gentry AH, Stark N, Zuuring H
(1995) Prediction of neotropical tree and liana species rich-
ness from soil and climatic data. Biodiversity and Conserva-
tion, 4, 56-90.

Fang RC, Hsu TZ, Huang SH, Gao BC (1991) Flora Reipubli-
cae Popularis Sinicae, Volume 57(3). Science Press, Beijing.
(in Chinese) [AHifE, fRiEE, HHRE, MmEH (1991)
HEEME, HESTEE3IMN. BRI, JEE]

Gentry A (1991) The distribution and evolution of climbing
plants. In: The Biology of Vines (eds Putz FE, Mooney
HA), pp. 3-52. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Hajra PK, Sharma BD, Sanjappa M, Sastry ARK (1996) Flora
of India: Introductory Volume (Part I). Botanical Survey of
India, Calcutta.

Hu L (2011) Distribution and diversity of climbing plants in
temperate East Asia. Biodiversity Science, 19, 567-573. (in
Chinese with English abstract) [#H7% (2011) 7RV 77 B
AP Z R R AR, EE RN, 19, 567-573.]

Hu L, Li MG (2015) Diversity and distribution of climbing
plants in Eurasia and North Africa. In: Biodiversity of Lia-
nas (ed. Parthasarathy N), pp. 57-79. Springer, Switzerland.

Hu L, Li MG, Li Z (2010) The diversity of climbing plants in
the spermatophyte flora of China. Biodiversity Science, 18,
198-207. (in Chinese with English abstract) [#5, ZE0E5,
AUl (2010) HEFFTHED X R PR EAR S B
ZHREME, 18, 198-207.]

Hu L, Li M, Li Z (2010) Geographical and environmental gra-
dients of lianas and vines in China. Global Ecology and Bi-
ogeography, 19, 554-561.

Jagtap AP, Singh NP (1999) Fascicles of Flora of India, Fasci-
cle 24. Botanical Survey of India, Calcutta.



1116 4 W £ K Biodiversity Science

24 %

Kumar S (2001) Flora of Haryana (Materials). Bishen Singh
Mahendra Pal Singh, Dehra Dun.

Li H, Wu SK (1983) The regionalization of Xizang (Tibet)
flora and the floristic structure of south Himalaya region.
Acta Geographica Sinica, 38, 252-261. (in Chinese with
English abstract) [Z*1H, BZE) (1983) FHEMHEMIX RIX
RIS D HE R A A X I X R AR AE. M 22, 38,
252-261.]

Manchester SR, Chen ZD, Lu AM, Uemura K (2009) Eastern
Asian endemic seed plant genera and their paleogeographic
history throughout the Northern Hemisphere. Journal of
Systematics and Evolution, 47, 1-42.

McCain CM, Grytnes JA (2010) Elevational gradients in spe-
cies richness. In: Encyclopedia of Life Sciences. John Wiley
& Sons Ltd., Chichester.

Mitra S, Mukherjee SKR (2007) Reassessment and diversity of
endemic angiospermic genera of India. Journal of Economic
and Taxonomic Botany, 31, 163-176.

Miikeda O, Kita K, Handa T, Yukawa T (2006) Phylogenetic
relationships of Clematis (Ranunculaceae) based on chloro-
plast and nuclear DNA sequences. Botanical Journal of the
Linnean Society, 152, 153-168.

Molina-Freaner F, Gamez RC, Tinoco-Ojanguren C, Cast-
ellanos AE (2004) Vine species diversity across environ-
mental gradients in northwestern Mexico. Biodiversity and
Conservation, 13, 1853-1874.

Myers N, Mittermeier RA, Mittermeier CG, Fonseca GAB,
Kent J (2000) Biodiversity hotspots for conservation priori-
ties. Nature, 403, 853-858.

Pradheep K, Pandey A, Bhatt KC, Nayar ER (2014) Herpeto-
spermum operculatum (Schizopeponeae, Cucurbitaceae), a
new species from India, Myanmar and China. Blumea, 59,
1-5.

Rawal RS, Pangtey PS (1991) Distribution and phenology of
climbers of Kumaun in central Himalaya, India. Vegetatio,
97, 77-87.

Schaefer H, Bartholomew B, Boufford DE (2012) Indofevillea
Jjiroi (Cucurbitaceae), a new floral oil producing species
from northeastern Myanmar. Harvard Papers in Botany, 17,
323-332.

Schaefer H, Renner SS (2011) Phylogenetic relationships in the
order Cucurbitales and a new classification of the gourd
family (Cucurbitaceae). Taxon, 60, 122—138.

Schnitzer SA (2005) A mechanistic explanation for global pat-
terns of liana abundance and distribution. The American
Naturalist, 166, 262-276.

Singh NP, Mudgal V, Khanna KK, Srivastava SC, Sahoo AK,
Bandopadhyay S, Aziz N, Das M, Bhattacharya RP, Hajra
PK (2001) Flora of Bihar: Analysis. Botanical Survey of In-
dia, Calcutta.

Singh JS, Singh SP (1987) Forest vegetation of the Himalaya.
Botanical Review, 53, 80-192.

Spehn EM, Rudmann-Maurer K, Kérner C, Maselli D (2010)
Mountain Biodiversity and Global Change. Global Moun-
tain Biodiversity Assessment of Diversitas, Basel.

Srinivasan U, Tamma K, Ramakrishnan U (2014) Past climate
and species ecology drive nested species richness patterns
along an east-west axis in the Himalaya. Global Ecology and
Biogeography, 23, 52-60.

Sun H (2002) Tethys retreat and Himalayas-Hengduanshan
Mountains uplift and their significance on the origin and
development of the Sino-Himalayan elements and alpine
flora. Acta Botanica Yunnanica, 24, 273-288. (in Chinese
with English abstract) [#MT (2002) i #H BRI 555
o e BT L 0 B S A o ] R T A0 B e LA A X
AERS RE LS. ZEEYER, 24, 273-288.]

Surveswaran S, Sun M, Grimm GW, Liede-Schumann S (2014)
On the systematic position of some Asian enigmatic genera
of Asclepiadoideae (Apocynaceae). Botanical Journal of the
Linnean Society, 174, 601-619

Tanaka N, Ohsawa M, Numata M (1983) Ecology of climbing
plants in east Nepal. In: Ecological Studies in the Arun Val-
ley, East Nepal and Mountaineering of Mt. Baruntse, 1981
(ed. Numata M), pp. 129-138. Chiba University, Chiba.

Thakur ML, Negi V (2015) Status and phylogenetic analyses of
endemic birds of the Himalayan region. Pakistan Journal of
Zoology, 47, 417-426.

The Angiosperm Phylogeny Group (2009) An update of the
Angiosperm Phylogeny Group classification for the orders
and families of flowering plants: APG III. Botanical Journal
of the Linnean Society, 161, 105-121.

Wu CY (1986) Flora Xizangica, Volume 3. Science Press, Bei-
jing. (in Chinese) [fE4E (1986) PmiEE, 3%, &
R, B

Xie L, Wen J, Li LQ (2011) Phylogenetic analyses of Clematis
(Ranunculaceae) based on sequences of nuclear ribosomal
ITS and three plastid regions. Systematic Botany, 36,
907-921.

TEMmZ: EIEE  STEE: AR



2 rett 2016, 24 (10): 1117-1128 doi: 10.17520/biods.2016164
Biodiversity Science http: //lwww.biodiversity-science.net

BTk e

BT SRR O EF £ R RaEES

BAEHY EXBY BAE? 2 # FFa? A g7

1 (P8 B R ar B AR S B A &2 0 TT P, BB R Ear B2 2408, 98 330031)
2 (B3 B RSB FRN 3R 5 B IROM T U 2 SR 2, P B 330031)

FE: W7k (Camellia oleifera) 2 £ [F 5 — KARAMEMEY, B Azl 7% A i 7% B 70 0 S84 B AT S b [E 4
THRPIFRAIE(CVH, http:/Awww.cvh.org.cn/) 3R £ AT 52 (155 A2 55 70 A s Bl 45 68 TSR EE, 70 i AT fe
R (MaxEnt) R R U £ 388 4% S5 (GARP) B Koyt 1 I 26 ik 2 (0 A A BB, 0000 1 B8 A ot o5 RO PR AE 0 A7 X
FFIHT T S B A A B BB AS R AR SRR T A o AR AR AR, T AR Uk R R AR A X Rl
WEAESER, IS T E R I SEPR o AT EAT LU, DABS RIS A Sk 2y R EENE o 45 SRR, PR (1 it
T2 R ¥ Ry 1 S With 2% (K0 70 A A5 DL .- GARPARE Y T 8 6 70 A X B, 1710 MaxEntAE 7R (8 F0 45 R SR 1
PR (K PN 45 SR 7, B ARl 2R TR 0 A DOR B AL TP [, (EAE R R = By AT #5020 A . MaxEnthi
I P A ot 2 A e AR A A X T A S AR A XA, el 2R X AT DA A3 KIX
dehe (1) ZR Ab—PG P AE 1) B HRE L R PR A AR L X3 (2) AR 78 A 1 0 i i L ik A B A BB L X3 (3) AR b e A
T (R QR L K B BT R L X 3. MaxEntBE 28 7 A S s, S0 B A it 25 20 A ) T SR A e B A i 22 3 2401
IRTRREKE S REFRKE . 2R A K AVBOR IR M X 28 HE 73 # AL T MaxEntB R T i ey el A X, 158
EAESRAR R EE . ST B R EIR, AR TN RN T TR AR RIR R A B m S E. 1t
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Potential distribution of wild Camellia oleifera based on ecological niche
modeling

Xiangyan Cui'?, Wenjuan Wang"?, Xiaogiang Yang"?, Shu Li?, Shengyuan Qin*?, Jun Rong"*"

1 Center for Watershed Ecology, Institute of Life Science, Nanchang University and School of Life Sciences, Nanchang
University, Nanchang 330031

2 Key Laboratory of Poyang Lake Environment and Resource Utilization, Ministry of Education, Nanchang University,
Nanchang 330031

Abstract: Camellia oleifera is the dominant woody oil crop in China, and wild C. oleifera is a valuable ge-
netic resource for C. oleifera breeding. Using distribution data of wild C. oleifera from the Chinese Virtual
Herbarium (CVH, http://www.cvh.org.cn/), together with climate and soil data, ecological niche models were
constructed with MaxEnt and genetic algorithm for rule-set prediction (GARP) models to predict the poten-
tial distribution of wild C. oleifera, and the major environmental factors affecting the distribution of wild C.
oleifera were analyzed. Based on the presence probability of wild C. oleifera predicted by the models, the
distribution regions of wild C. oleifera were divided into different suitable growing categories, which were
then compared with actual distribution data of major C. oleifera production fields to evaluate reliability. Re-
sults indicated that the predictions of both MaxEnt and GARP models represented the distributions of C.
oleifera well. The potential distribution range predicted by the GARP model was wider, while that predicted
by the MaxEnt model was more accurate. Predictions of both the MaxEnt and GARP models showed that the
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potential distribution regions of wild C. oleifera were located mainly in China and partly in the Indo-China
Peninsula. According to predictions of the MaxEnt model, the potential distribution regions of wild C. oleif-
era in China were matched with the distribution regions of subtropical evergreen broad-leaved forests, and
the highly suitable growing regions could be divided into three large regions: (1) northeastern-southwestern
trending Wuyi Mountain and adjacent mountainous regions; (2) eastern-western trending Nanling Mountain
and adjacent mountainous regions; (3) northeastern-southwestern trending Wuling Mountain and adjacent
mountainous regions. The analysis of the MaxEnt model showed that the major environmental factors affect-
ing the distribution of wild C. oleifera were mean monthly diurnal temperature range, precipitation during the
driest quarter, and precipitation during the warmest quarter. The vast majority of the regions with large
growing areas of C. oleifera were located in the medium to highly suitable growing regions predicted by the
MaxEnt model, suggesting that the division of suitable growing regions was reliable. The field investigations
showed that the model predictions had high reference values for finding wild C. oleifera resources. Addition-
ally, the study shows that using the plant distribution data from CVH and related environmental data to con-
struct an ecological niche model can help to understand the geographic distribution of crop wild relatives.

Key words: wild Camellia oleifera; geographic distribution; ecological niche model; precipitation; tempera-

524 %

ture; MaxEnt model; genetic algorithm for rule-set prediction (GARP) model

VED) (1) B A2 3 RO AE W) & P 5 0% 1 4% %
. STEMILL, HEF AR ZR g PR . Pl
DA R Hadi PR BE (R B 22, AT BT DA 3 7 7% it 1) 2 558
(k. mh. 525 MkmAES) (Hajjar &
Hodgkin, 2007; T k4%, 2013). 1fifs T2 A X ik
G IEY) BT AR I 2 PR 1T e LU AL T 0 A X H O
(R PR LA B T A A @ B M (AR AR S, 2011) . 451
e YLV AR 2 138 38 B A4E R85 (Oryza. rufipogon) # 44
ATt S B AR FE B AR A2, B AR
RO A T TR (FRR R, 2011). £BRS
AT RE S| KBS RSB, Rkite, T5
S5 EARICE R A TT e ISR, i VEP I
WA RE ST INE . RABE A R A S R 2R
I GFPRIIMER AR 5, 288 5 R KA 28 5 1%
SRR, A Bh T o RAEY RIS [R5 3 1)
REJD, X FAEAEARA AR T IR AR B = 2 A
JR B B (TSR, 2013).

T RAE P A S R I B EE o A o e L AT
TRy, RS R . T E R AR A E
(CVH, http:/iwww.cvh.org.cn/) st T K& HI R bR
AEE, O RERE. A% AT RAREY
AP L T S 4 . 7Rt B, R
T AT B HE RO AH O A SR R A A AR S AR Y, A dr
SN Pl o3 A7 IR B AR AS TR, AT DA P b (1) 98 72
I3 A DX IEAT TR (R BKF- 25, 2013) 0 AR AR 1)
FHYEEEAR T, G4 T00 A 76 2 S0 DX 3 )9 7 o AT
(Raxworthy et al, 2003) FMKFI AR #3455 ZE il AN

TRUFAR, 2010) LA S 4 BRAUGAR AL G WA 43 A1 (1) 50
(Roura-Pascual et al, 2004)%% .

B KM (maximum entropy, MaxEnt) #7452 & FH
V2 A SRR 2 —(Phillips et al, 2006). it
N MaxEnt #2 4 % K H K (Notholirion  bulbu-
liferum) (% 445, 2014). f 7 (Santalum album) (%75
4 2014). & Fa (Pseudolarix amabilis) (75 %45,
2015) F14H =7 J& (Asarum) 47 (5= 5 ® 5%, 2015) )7
TE AT X BEAT T 00 . REFREE R EIR, &7
ST 1) AR A AR Y A e B B AT R, AT RO
T I AE AT AT & AR SRR R oy, BT T
TEYD I 3 A FAE U 42 15 4% 550 (genetic algorithm
for rule-set prediction, GARP)# A2 5 WA A 45
R 2 — . GARPHIALE F T-HF S AR AR (5
SLALAE, 2008), E TN AR BT AE 23 AT X SE L E R
71~ H B MaxEnt 152 54 B iy () 4 A 2, 2 T 1 AR
B 2 7 2> =5 T MaxEnt 14 2 (Sobek-Swant et al,
2012). [Alh, 78S A A AR Bk F b S AN [
TR ) TR0 &5 AT BR300 TN 205 SR A e ) A
RUEAT e K 0 (R824, 2007).

2= (Camellia oleifera) & $R B 3R 35 AR &)
S 7R B A e R A THORHE A, 5 AR A (Elaeis
guineensis) . 1~ (Cocos nucifera) f1 i # #5 (Olea
europaea) 3 FR 4t 5 DU KR Ay BHE Y, 5 %8k
(Juglans regia) . % #f1 (Sapium sebiferum) F1 i 4
(Vernicia fordii) JF AR A E PR A A B - 265
et A b R B P, AR P R
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3,000 /5 mjp, H i b Rk 4K B 1 (USDA-FAS,
2015). K 7 JaE BT 1L st Rh R 4 9 S AR A T k)
1ED, w1 LAZE 70 A1 FH 3 B 1L e B2, 52 = R 40 v
R {05 (0 & A K B 45 26, T 2 AN B
WKHHERTR BRT, BREHE R R A O
] R R B R R E L R R
(%7K R 2013). BRIt 1B & & T a1 Hb X 1 i e
s D S E R e N B 7 ey S EN o o S ]
PAK ST 25 7= b R

HHT, WAM R IR IR W AR A 32 2
L TR MM, AR LM, RMREHER. K
RAMPAZH G, XA A 1 RVEAR 2 (R,
2008; HEHAK, 2012). NS B A b ok BT
M H T EAE 52 78 0 1A A il 2R 1 2 A IR,
AR 5 0] B AR i 55 23 A1 1 B AR A TR 1 o FRE ML 20
tH 20 504 AT 4 2 AT i 25 B g % U 1) 3 A T AR,
MR T REMEEE . T A r R Ak E 5 KA
R 46 T 201 20604 4X, LT A E R 32 E OB [
MAER ARG, AN RNRERETIREAD, 7]
DAFH T 7 fiff B A0 ik 2 1) SR 0 A B o AR 9 i 2
WSCHE Ik T Hp [ 2 R P b AR U R O T B A vl
oA BSOS . SRS, At A R
A a3 23 0 3R AF 0 HEZE N1 km x 1 km
FR) 2 TR B B 7K ik D R 8 P A 055 I = i
g, 43 A8 FH MaxEnt Fl GARP 5% 4 #4544 44 7 A=
AR, 255 P & 0 TN &5 S 0T B A= e 2% 1 9
TE AT AT 08, 50 A 8200 2% 20 AT 1 £ 2220
B

1 RS

11 FEHEI SR

T o 7 o [ O A bR A R R R A
Camellia oleifera, 3:3%752,0065br A%k . X ix 4k
PRAKAR AT 1%, 5 BRCE AEAN FbR AR TR (1) [7] —
FRAREE . T FR S B AR (8] (bR A DL S AR
[F) i A5 I UR) B R AR AR AR, 45 R 3R451,201 %
PRAEHE . 44X 1,201 26 2 43 0l Wk 1 M — 1 i 5
BERTIAARREEECRER . HR), 7£
Excel A% H gl LB 1 o K Ed e A B R AR A ARG
PIREAR LB AR5, FIH Ao B S 20 sk 1)
SAREE, SRSl T RESBEAFELIERS
HEMR 2 20 FE I B, B8 BITAL680E . Fod, 20

S0 IR A B i 2 (3445%), R 1 % Fh
SRR ARG L. v 1 R MR ) B SR A G
e H g e R AR B LAY (57196045 ) ) £ 4k (433
). N> 23 6] B A 5% (Waltari et al, 2007), 7£
ArcGIS 9.3+ F| ffiData management tools4: i%0.1° x
0.1°fK MM, T W4 N 2 T 1ok 8, Wk IEE
B UG 1%, LA RI27056 804 . ik
R 22, #&-44 BAL AR A I 2 70 A1 sl 2 H 84T
HEFP, AHEAE R IR) 48 0V i, X v T iz itk
(A8, AR T AR AR V35 N 12K F () 40 R
B H, AR5 A 170 s b BEATL b UM B 3 H
oA s AT IR 2R M. &ad DL Bk, mA&4S
B R oA R L74%%, R EiMaxEnt (3.3.3K)
R AR B esvig 3
1.2 IMREEIR#IE

M tHFE S5 $ 38 B WorldClim - (http://www.
worldclim.org/) (Hijmans et al, 2005) F #%1950- 2000
A S B85 B B (B AR 19 A AR AR
RA—ANERCT R, K1), EIUE SR PR 30"
(1 km x 1 km). 3EEHER 5 AL ST TR B 2Bk
3% JEE (http://globalchange.bnu.edu.cn/research/)
(Wei et al, 2014), AT FEAIE I il 2 KAH SR
8Nl (kL) EIZEMI3 783 430” (1 km x 1 km),
X P AR VR 2y N8R, ACHIT e B S Ik
# )2 HIHT4)2(0-4.5. 4.5-9.1. 9.1-16.6/116.6-28.9
cm), JEIEArcGISIFIMAS TF 5 3 T H RS F 2418 &
JEEAE . ARYE (TS B BT (XK 4%, 2000),
thi %% J& (Camellia) KB /3 AifE7° S-35° N, 80°-140°
EZ 18], 1R A AAETL AR  FAvi AR 5 i
A A6, L, AHFFA HArcGISE A H
[fExtract T R\t A IR 2 Hh 42 H37° NZ= i
I, 85° B JRIE AR ES AT K E Bl )
BERI 1T o

M T & I 7 2 A AT RE A7 AEAH R, A H
ArcGISHI = [a] 0t T B, 73 X 19 AW A &
A AR B AT AR, AR RE | x|
= 080, PGB A A — A R, fr 283k
Fl16M3F 8545 & (Biol. Bio2. Bio3. Bio7. Biol2.
Biol5. Biol7. Biol8. SAND. OC. TN. pH. EXK.,
BD. GRAV. VMCLM@EABAMEN . A ArcGIS
B A H It Conversion T Bk 155 B 2 8 4l ASCII
.
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Table 1 Environmental variables in layers

I8 % ik

Environmental ~ Description

variable

Biol P Annual mean temperature

Bio2 B2 A¥{E Mean diurnal range (Mean of
monthly (max.temp.—min.temp.))

Bio3 BRRZE SR ZWME 1sothermality (Bio2 /
Bio7) (x 100)

Bio4 % ZF 4816 Temperature seasonality (Standard
deviation x 100)

Bio5 I 3 B iR Max temperature of warmest
month

Bio6 & A4 A% Min temperature of coldest
month

Bio7 IR EAF L E Temperature annual range (Bio5
- Bio6)

Bio8 RiIGZ IR )E Mean temperature of wettest
quarter

Bi 9 T2 F iR Mean temperature of driest
quarter

Biol0 WIEZ TR Mean temperature of warmest
quarter

Bioll A Z TR Mean temperature of coldest
quarter

Biol2 FE %K E Annual precipitation

Biol3 % A B#/K & Precipitation of wettest month

Biol4 T A P /K& Precipitation of driest month

Bio15 Pk 2T PEAR 5 250 Coefficient of variation
of precipitation seasonality

Biol6 IR ZE% /K s Precipitation of wettest quarter

Biol7 T Z=R /K Precipitation of driest quarter

Biol8 FIEZERF /K Precipitation of warmest quarter

Biol9 WA ZEfKE Precipitation of coldest quarter

Alt K Altitude

ocC +IEHHLRR Soil organic carbon

N + AR Soil total N

pH e pHIE (LLKAE IR 1 i44) Soil pH value
(with water as the leaching liquid)

EXK T HERTZ 4T Soil exchangeable potassium

SAND + 1570 Soil sand content

GRAV + A& Soil gravel content

BD 448 Soil bulk density

VMC1 +35 K& Soil volumetric water content at —10
kPa

1.3  MaxEntt&E&I 53 4f

(i e T T L2 N T N
MaxEntis 2 B2 . 7 MaxEntB R 41 rf, e KagAR
UCHV B 42,000, BootstrapE H iz 107k, I
Random seed, “a)it % il Wi [ [ 28 (response  curves)
55 719132 (jackknife) T & Sk 73 A1 52 0 il 255 AR K (1) 30
BiAr . 480% Itk 7 A s HH e T B (1 )
FTRCI (U 2R B ), FE 42 20% 1) £ 5 B A 56
(MR H ) . MaxEnti B 5 1 2 H 3 22 HIROC HE £&

(receiver operating characteristic curve) £ it %5 ih 2k
FTHARAUC (areas under the receiver operating char-
acteristic curves) K% A5 Y (1) Ul & R BEAT VRN
AUCHIEUE VI E N0-1, AUC < 0.5:3% B 7R i 2%
FARZE, AUCTH 0.6-0.93% HF AR Y T 25 S — fg,
AUC > 0.901] 3% BB AL Tl 25 AR 4 (Eis A2 4,
2007). [A1E AL 3% (regularization multiplier, B
WE 2R LA RO = A s, FE S B R
FRHEHEVMEEL, BAMBESSFHIUNE
(overfitting), 52 % BB ALt T 25 &) 77 AR A (1)
) R, AT I B AE AR PR ek R e B, DT AR
T LA KR AT 2% 1 (Warren et al, 2014). 7E
MaxEntBE R 73 Mk #2 v, B e #2161 M B A8 &
AL, M0.2-15 EARIMIBE, HLEAS FIBIAL 4
AR, IIZREE AUCE A 2 AUCHH T8] (1)
72 {6 Bl B PR 15 I s/ IE B ke T AR, e ik
59 & 8] 22 (8 50/ B35 0K T 0.9 Fl I R0 R BB 1Y)
R N (B = 1.6). 285, MRIEIFIEAZ & X
TR TR 2 S TI VIS dr i A, 30 R A v 1)
AR B 21 A T R R A A

MaxEn 5 8 [ 70 285 5% F 0-1 1) 43 A R 2 (B
SR 2R 7 W R AE FI0M 53 A7 X 23 A & E v, oo
FORANIE H, LR AE RIS K MaxEnti3E 2 Tl
(1) 245 23 AT 38 o RE BE, i A ArcGIS 3R A 1Y
Reclass T. B, Xyl BI& A S gt AT R 7. fEIE A
SRRy RE R, E A RE 77T (Ayalew et al, 2004)
HIRZ: fEARWFFH, Geometrical interval LA K
Quantile s Az X Kl 4> (1) 36 B ik %8, 4373 290.13—
0.76410.23-0.76; Equal interval% FH &5 A BE R4, i
T AN; ManualBRA 910455 4%, il5rid4H; Stan-
dard deviation] i@ A= X &Il 43 198 Bl 4, 290.62—
0.76; Defined interval 48 {X 7-0.15%1 73 A A& A4 X,
T v T PR AR 2 U Ly s AR K 1 X R AN
A X EREE (natural breaks) ¥4 A4 A4E
G, HaRixFEL B o mtEi. &a,
7 EINE RN TN S R, FEArCGISE AT s
Mt 5 5 A AT X R A A [ 32 ] £ dk
AT 2N, X P 0 HahE 2 ks T [ X R Al P
L (http://nfgis. nsdi.gov.cn/).
1.4 GARPIEEIS#T

{4 H Dataset Manager:# ASCIIH% =X (1) A 55 & J2
Kol 46 i Desktop GARP (1.1.6)AE W5 1K A {114 3.
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RIG, B A RS AV 5 R s 5 N 2
Desktop GARP. 5 —XIZ/TH, KA 416155
K =508, 12 AT BB E 91,0000k, 80% 1 44 H
TSR, A 204N 0 AT B AR i)l R 5
5 (training data), =& 12 5 R & KAE (max  itera-
tion) 1% 10,000, U 8k # FR (convergence limit) A
0.01, HLMIZEA! (rule types)fd FHERIN B E, A2 RLASC
AW EE . RIS AT 45 Rk 5 RS R R =
(omission error). 7E1E B AR 1, A5 7]
VNEAR IR AN — DB 1, 73 8 16 H A [F] 1
TR 0T AR R H 12171000k, Hit6i
1,600/ MY o 40 SR — PRI R 1 1 2k 3 B e 1%
Z R F LT MR IR ZE, WIZHAER A
EER AR HT A (BRALALEE, 2008). 545 B IF 4K
RIA F— DA 7 18> 2 380 iR 2% 2
ERTEMBIRIRE, FILEFELHIeNHEEE
AT BB 0 Hr . AR Z b, AR i d
[ 55 1 2 55 61 733,000k A 78 . 3R 751%)3,000
3 B 4, 25 B omission error (int) A~ A0 DL A
omission error (ext) = 0.05f % #&, +%ommission
error /B R HEFR, 3 £ 4R AT 10047 i Hed, i
ArcGIS i) 2% [ 43 #7 A5 B (spatial - analyst)33E 17 2 Jin,
SR 5 R MRS T A T RORE S n 5 8 = BR LA 100,
A5 TR (1) 53 Ari MR R AB AEO-1 2 18] o JH AR 0 320y
T &5 SRR 3 A& SR, FEE i E RS T
B A7 BCX IR Hp [ 32 SR i s A7 2

7EArcGISH, il Data Management ToolsfEA
A2 9661 RUVE N “INELE R (SEBR A N0), 5
BE B B 344 & 0 3 A7 il (WA, SeBr 7 A
AL EHR—NEE, FEE6X1,0007 s LA i
WM. FHZEZ M EMER, FIFHSPSS 215 4221l
ROCHIZIFiHSHAUCHE . EHE FRI L0, 15
AUCHPFIEM BAS XA . T GARPELA Fil 45
Fjomission error < 0.05, &4t HAUCHE 15 772
A BETCVE A PP 1A B Tl 45 SR v SE 1, MR
F &4y i AXROC% (partial-area ROC approach) 437l
it 5 GARP 55 74 Fil MaxEnt £ % (1) & 4> AUC 18
(omission error < 0.05), AN [ AY f) FI0 25
(Peterson et al, 2008).
15 EEFRINS AR

20094F H1 [H Z R R SRR B o IHIBSCAB AN [ 5K
MMP SR ER A B 4 B 25 7l ke K1 (2009—-2020

£E)) (http://zfxxgk.ndrc.gov.cn/) 4 A K T AR 4B I 2%
KBS AN ER: /N T666.67 ha (DT 1/TH).
666.67-3,333.33 ha (1-5/3 i)~ 3,333.33-6,666.67 ha
(5-10 15 1) A} K F6,666.67 ha (KT 10/5 ). i
R~ YLPEAN PR A I E X, A A
TR BRI 76.2%. K 1°6,666.67 half)il A E K E
WA 49, LA 45, T IiA 184 . LLX L
FEKBEERNEEX WS, SAABEE T T
WA, FEAXKAT IR, XHEAESR R R
(R SEPEREAT R SG . EAICGISH, Bl LA
(1) T &5 SR 5 AT X R B B AT BUR R B Z,
BT ArcGISHIMHE THE 2 TR, AR EAEX 2
BLHR, HTILPE. T IR A AL KT
6,666.67 haii s E KB R G T MM, &k
XA
16 FEHEIMIAEHER

RT3k 25 IR IE AR A AR R T () B AR A%
Gy A BRI SR, e E R BEA B ()30 4 AR MR B A
AT AT S B R, 2 B A E 2 T A I AR
AT BT R A A A WTAR R AR
SR, WA BN R R, A R B — 2
BAWEFEREEN, 7K AERKAEIE, Pt
CINEE/ i T

2 4

2.1 HESMRBEWRMBERME

AW, iz HMaxEntiiRd, T 164 B34
AR 1 Y1 2R 54 AUCHE 290.946, it 24 AUC
f°50.915 (95% & 15 X [f]: 0.906-0.924), i& HIGARP
B, BT 16 PR AR B AR A i B AUCHE
0.939 (95%# {5 X [i]: 0.936-0.943). K HH 43 HiAH
ROCE T Wi 45 1348 43 AUCHE (omission  error
< 0.05), MaxEnt# & 5 0.756 (95% & 15 X [A] :
0.741-0.771), GARP#HL %Y 350.879 (95% & {5 [X [f]:
0.869-0.888) . ZET-MIiX %z, MaxEntHiZY FIGARP
PR AUCE 38 K F-0.9, 156 BH 7 3 #R mT LA it Hb
00 A S B 1R 9T 2% 40 A B4l B4, MaxEnt#5E Y )
AUC {H 13 4 AUC{H 7 2 2 Ik T GARP 5 24,
GARPHLA T R 255 70 AT XCBE T, hiag 7 4 i
CURI A b X, 4 2 BIVE 22 A T A% 3 A sS4
P X . H GARPALZEY B Tl i) 3B 43 4341 X 1)
AT NER AR S 100%. AH LT 5, MaxEntAE & Tl )
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A A XGRS, FEBR T T i s (11
X, {H R0 2 S B DAk A, mT DABH R 23 A R R 3
A X DR, ASHIF LA P RIS AL ) T 4 R AT
AT
22 ARSI THNEERETE
TEMaxEntiE I p | TIPNE R IR BT ZEREK
. BKEFETHEERRE. BRIREAYE. &
MEZ= K& S THEE. EHKE. EEEE
WSEE . BRI 22 5 A1 22 FU AR R S 2% 20 A 1)
FEREAE(EL), BTTEREIL$85.2%. H 1,
B 2 A BE (TTRk 3 25.1%) . B T K2 (5T
ik 2K 18.6%) 5 $5 B 7% [ /K 52 (DT ik %6 11.3%) J2& X A5
T DT B K A A BT A8 B (B T DTk 8 55%) » BRI
72 H ¥ /INF9.2°C I L BGE A 1 4% 1 50 A7 (43 A 1R
F1H°~0.29-0.76) (K12); BRUHZ HME K T9.8C
If AN T 58 1R 20 A1 (23 A1 BE 3R E 09 0-0.10) o Bt T35
B /K B 7F45-335 mmif L OE & B A 25 10 o A
(5 A k2R 18 0.29-0.76) (KI3); T TZRKEMRT
36 mmak s 427 mmist, ANE A 2R H 5 A (AT
MEZ6E 50-0.10) - F Bz 2= [% /K £ 7£.443-833 mmifi Lt
BUE B A 504 (7 A M4 090.29-0.76) (K14);
IR KEALT 415 mmalsE 71,288 mmitf, A
TE A AR 204 (5 A B2 E 2 0-0.10) o JE HURT 52 24
DUHR B K 18/ A 5340 B 51 37 1 MaxEnt#s 7Y (5
AR = 1.6), UIZREHEAUCIHE 7v0.920, k%L

= {{i%4F 5k With only the variable
1.6 = JLi%A5 it Without the variable

1.44
1.24
1.0 1

0.84
0.6

0.4
0.2 1

IEFRAL I 2538 25 i Regularized training gain

AL DB DDA DO NS o'
N AT N o-e.(_,*z\ 'ifc',@
Q‘@Q,\D Q?\q,\o Q>\Q,\° Q?OQ;\%?- :QA\ T OYg bq?”

HHEAR T Environmental variable

Ell MaxEntBRBETIVIES LR, MEEES XA *RL

Fig. 1 Results of jackknife test in MaxEnt model, environ-

mental variable meanings are shown in Table 1.

ol — FHI{E Mean

--= P+ #5ifE % Mean+ SD

0.6 1 : o
<o PR —biE% Mean-SD

0.5

0.4 7
0.3 1

0.2

0.11

43 AL {1 Probability of presence

0 y : . e : -
3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17
it 7 H 324 Mean monthly diurnal temperature range (°C)

E2 MaxEntiRE i REX ERIRE A ER NN hik
Fig. 2 Response curves of probabilities of presences to mean
monthly diurnal temperature range in MaxEnt model

Ot — ¥t Mean

-== P+ FRiE 2 Mean+ SD

0.6 X
T PR — FRiE % Mean-SD

2 B9
W B

2 9
- i

=

I3 A BEZE I Probability of presence

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
It = F KL Precipitation of driest quarter (mm)

[El3  MaxEnti&E ) 53 7 =B X) & F ZE Pk S A Bz fh 4%
Fig. 3 Response curves of probabilities of presences to
precipitation of driest quarter in MaxEnt model

=
~1

— FH{ii Mean
_ -== SFH{fi+bHE % Mean+SD
N <o A — bR % Mean-SD

=2
=
1

=
Lh

=
=
L

=2
%)
L

.

43 AT HESE{H Probability of presence
&

=

el 2= %K At Precipitation of warmest quarter (mm)

El4  MaxEntt&EE 53 7 1 =B X & AR =R K 2 A0 e 2 B 2%
Fig. 4 Response curves of probabilities of presences to pre-
cipitation of warmest quarter in MaxEnt model
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PEAUCEH ~0.902 (95% & 15 X [7]: 0.888-0.916), 5
16 B MAUCE TC % 2 5 . WL T b=
B T80 PR 85 AR 5 A 2 1 MaxEnt A5 24 11 7t il
4h
2.3 MaxEntiEE TN T MFE N HEX

MaxEnt 15 24 Bt T 00 117 7 2% 23 A1 18 Ol 40 B 5 By
TNo FLHEAR A AT i B AR AR TRl sk
(1744 0] 5 B 2 20 AT i, B R AN TR B ) 1 %
AR ENERI S ARG A S S . BB
TH 2% 1) 43 AR R A 08 A R4 AN S 2 0.00—
0.10 AR X . 0.10-0.29 K& A X . 0.29-0.49
N IEAE X DL K 0.49-0.76 ARG A X . BFAE A
) 7 3E A X % i 22.717°-32.254° N, 103.373°-
121.547° Eo A AT X R BAL T E, F R 511
R, . gmEE R >R . R E
(RIS AE 43 A1 X5 30 AT 8 2 [ I AR R 2 A [X AR
Wi

MaxEnt %% 24 B F il (%) 31 24 w5 3 AF X Al 7 — 48
FE BRI X3, KRR LA 3R IX I (1)
ZRAG-78 B E 1 1 3 L ik R BRI R LD X8, =
BAFAIEWE . HEL. #mil. KEL 2,
W (LA o (2) AR VG A [ %) T 0 L Jk B B AR L X
B, FEAFERBEE, FEIe . RHIE ., HENE . B
W KBRS SRl RELEE. @) Adt-TimE
1) (R IEQ RS L Jok B BRI AR L X, 2 B R W 1L
Jibiny RE, (BRI, HIREE. A SRR
DU 2% Hh AR XU =8 S @ AL X A
2.4 GARPHEEFTMAEFEBENHX

GARPHL 7Y Bir U 1) 78 2% 7 A 1 O a0 P 6 P s,
Forp R 46 0 A A FRE 2 o 1 B A bR AR TR il
S LTAA T 5E B 25 2 AT e, L P AN [] B ) 1
o B AR BRI IS R & A 555 . FLAR e BV
55 e 255 19 73 A M 6 A 0 3 2R BRI Ay A S
0.00-0.13 AN EAX L 0.13-0.44 AMKIEA X L 0.44—
0.80 4y 1 i&E 4 [X L £20.80-1.00 Ky iiE 4= [X . GARP
A5 TR 0 1 B A2 9 25 40 AT X MaxEnt 5 Y B
KB FIUIN ) B A 25 o0 A XA o AR X, Rk
11.29°-32.962° N, 85°-122.07° E. mEiid&Ad:[X 3%
A 7 [ AL S DA 5, FEBk e 24
ZRE. gif). Findi. BESEEFRBAREEX S
Ao HROE AR DX AN TE i 2R X A o D & o0 A o

25 EEFLEXISAIEMEST

MR (4 [y 25 7= b KR J $ K (2009-20204F) )
DAVHI 2% 3277 X g YL PG AN Py A AR K AR KT
6,666.67 halt1 £ i, X id A SR gl o3 45 SRy ml
PEHEAT 04T o ARG MaxEntB 7Y (1) T 45 51, AL
A2 B (AKX A A B FRIE R X, HoAha7
BT mEAE X, AT A HLIX (1) 95.9%);
YLV A 24 B (G 2 i A i) o TR AR X,
a3~ EH AT, mEEX, SR AERIX
95.6%; | PEIIL8A BT, miEE X, ST
AL IX 1100%. HEHEGARPHERL (TN 45 5, Frd
X BN T X . LR RER, iR K
TR APV R PR DX AR A7 A 2 AR 2R 0l o
EEAEX . AL, AHE AT IR IR AR A AL Y 8
T ASE A TS b TR e % PRI 2R A AR X
26 BHEHERSMESEKNER

195 H S5 e B A i oA 8 B AR RE 43 A I 9 AR R A
FE T 7 2 52(&5, 6). EIHA ORI, XLt
oSG WA AE, HATANE B AN A A6 (R 2)

Vi T T P 7 3 A R RIS (Hevea bra-
siliensis) il 2k . 4 1A 2 iZ 3 X 3 28 TRk Bs, 5
HUNAEREAR, SR AT e R FE AR 2 . R
R X 2 N TF PO R i, 2t
JE BAT R 2 A AR A L0, T B R
BT AR, PR TT e EUR AR A H IR
R 25 A B RERE 55 K A A 0 A

b [ b AT R R, WK H W
AR MEIRA, ERSHEERI, K Hhx
ARG 5 A R B R, B AR A 1 o A
A ATRES YRR N RIS T A 0% (R
Hz A KEMA AN, (2R AHE N TR
I, HEMI AT RE R ARE AT, fERE RS, TR
W A B M E R 2, X 5 MaxEntfs A
(1T &5 AR o St o B 5 SUE B AR A AR Y
(1) T 25 ST T AR AR i R SR B A B S
EZINKIER

3 g
A 5T 3 T-MaxEntFIG ARPT Fil A= 25 o7 A 74 ot

BFAE MR AR 0 A XCREAT 1 . B FCOREL, P
T 7R (10 00 45 SR B2 e S 3t S R 7R ) G A 1
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30° N

15 4= 254 Suitable cat
3 A& X Unsuita
EEiEAEK Low  /
O3 i 4 (X Medium
3 &6 A: [X High

— FEF A Major river

100 N |+ A Original distribu

0 250 500 1000

90° E 100° E 110° E
E5 MaxEntiEEI TN A EF 4 S 53 &
Fig. 5 Distribution map of wild Camellia oleifera predicted by the MaxEnt model

20° N

G4 %52 Suitable cate
3 AKX Unsuita
= {GE4 X Low ©
3 i X Medium
Em #5&/E (X High
— T Major river
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Table 2 Summary of the field investigation sites of wild Camellia oleifera

s MR G ’]E R T 43 A E 2 LIES A NAFH &
Code Location Latitude Longitude Altitude Predicted probabil- Frequency Habitat Human Remarks
(°N) (°E) (m) ity of presence disturbances
(MaxEnt/GARP)
I 19.58  110.02 98 0.20/0.99 b PRI, Bk R CIkvap s
Chengmai, Hainan Medium Roadside, open  Strong Possibly cultivated
forest
IRBEL 2328 11402  1,125-1,212 0.25/0.65 =8} Y SV 7N i 225
Luofu Mountain, Medium Roadside, open Medium Wild
Guangdong forest
3 IR 2490 113.06  547-861 0.60/1.00 = il Ak 55 5%
Nanling Mountain, High Roadside, open Weak Wild
Guangdong forest
4 TG X 26.55 11417  412-978 0.61/1.00 [ BRI, BRAK T IR AT e Ak
Jinggang Mountain, High Roadside, open Medium X Possibly
Jiangxi forest cultivated at low
altitudes
5 Lkl 27.73  117.16  506-515 0.62/1.00 i ST 55 5%
Matou Mountain, Medium Roadside, open Weak Wwild
Jiangxi forest
6 VLS 29.60 11598  256-874 0.56/1.00 =2 i, BiAk =2)i% A
Lushan Mountain, High Roadside, open Medium Wwild
Jiangxi forest
7 WL RH L 30.32 11944  411-463 0.41/1.00 A% i, Bk R A
Tianmu Mountain, Extremely Roadside, open Strong Wild
Zhejiang low forest
8 M HEZz 3166 11507 137 0.48/1.00 e PRIA. BAK LG B
Baiyun Mountain, Extremely Roadside, open Very strong Cultivated
Henan high forest
9 SR L 2791  108.63  983-1,332 0.61/1.00 =n i, Bk =20i%y 5225
Fanjing Mountain, High Roadside, open Medium Wild

Guizhou

forest

B, {HMaxEntE Y Tt &5 5 i AUCAE F135 73 AUC
35 5 (K T-GARPHL AL . GARPAR AU BT 1 F) 43+ A
DX B, 5 R S MR TE 4 A X RS, (AT B
B BH 1 2 . MaxEntAs 28 ) I 45 SR BCH IR ST,
ERTRETE ARG . (AL, %4 MaxEntRIGARPAR Y
TR 45 5L, 7850 R A% B P 35, A LUSE Dy 41
H Y AR AE M AR T AE A DL, T8 A2 %5(2007)
N LB AL S MaxEntFIGARPYE P 55 A 2547
HE TR A3 #T AR ABL 2 FL 2K HL(Radopholus similis)7F 7 [
FIE AR X, 45 S R T MaxEntAE 7 i) TR0 2 SR 55 4T«
ik ¥ 45 45 (2010) 75 43 M1 A AZ Bl i H 28 (Mikania mi-
crantha) 7& H [E] {1 A2 X B, 9 % B MaxEnt #5571 1)
T &5 S 2R T GARPALAY . (H & A i 7t Wow
GARPEL A [ 7l il 25 5L AL T MaxEnt 152 284 (Sobek-
Swant et al, 2012). XIJik(2012)" 78 43 T 2% 0o 3 T B
(Alternanthera philoxeroides)7E H [ it A\ A= XU Bt
WA, MaxEntAE R 7E T 43 4 4155 AL T GARPAR

@ %Ik (2012) T GARP Al MAXENT H 45 034 T 54 o [H AR R
BT, A 220 S, W R ITVE R, .

B, (HGARPHL R E T5 I B¢ 44 43 47 3 ] _E Lt MaxEnt
BERINE I — 25 . BRIk, JEAT AR RSO B 23 BT (B 4%,
WSR2 AT A TN 45 R 5 5 R o A 1 B ik
AT EREE, AR RL G T 25 SR AT 42 5V S5 o
Br, TIAEEAN R T AUCE TR R (1 55 .
Pearson%4(2007) K3, 4FF A& =5, MaxEnt
LR 5 o] LAHEAT LEB BT R F00, FEAR B < 10H,
GARPELA {1 Fil I RO R A AR B o R 55 55 (2012)
TEXT AN F 34 AR A = (R KFEAE N
1,200) I8 75 Hh R I, 4AE A B IS F1200, MaxEnt
REA RS B e T A8 02 o AT 7T i 25 28 S A AR
BT b EECE AR AT R L7440 T SE A o A
R TR, DR U 1R T A% 43 A s B A
AR P UERR PSR AL TG I ORE . AR XRS5
AEEg (HEFLIBOFER) |, WA EE S AE
HHE, 7R R B AT REA > B2 AT (% K A%, 2000).
AHFFH, MaxEntibi LRI GARPH T BT i (1 7 4=
MBI X KR ESH, FEMATHED
KVL I & L DL &4, AME g B A o
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Ao MR R % X R, MaxEntH 28 fy 3500 (1 v 2%
a3 A X 385 B [ 0 FAr  4 ) PbR 1 o A X AR
Wy, T T T £ e 25 v A DX D) = A7 T v T
5 Sk R AR A X o X R A% (2000) 46 HE, LR
T2 U ARy 5 23t ] e AR B [ A RO REAE RS . R
45 (2006) FIAF 72t 36 B Ll 2% i A w0 Ay i 44 i
MR EMEE 2 —. WMAIE LS B o fif) 1)
Mz —, FIBLEM AR XOREUR IR 7 1L 25 & 153
i XAFAE, X5 ET AW R A& .

HRYE B AT ASTE 7 X IR . TR A
A, 1X3% T LA W kT AR K T-6,666.67 haff)H K
AL T AEBAR R TR . EE AR, BE
A= 5 2 R 43 R % B v A b e T S % 1) SE PR o0 A
RILo BAb, A F0 G 2R AT AN [ 38 AR S 2 1T
KI5 N TAETF b, DRI B TN ARG A X
AEEMFEAEK, RE2RWHMmESmRD. @il
MaxEnt 5 7 S50 (1) 55 25y 2% 40 A B T LG 3R
A — X R, AR R A S AR X
R EA R BRR, TSN T P RAR AR T =
AR L EE A X BB — I 1T fg J B
AHIF T BT B AR VR, BE A Ah O T R
B AR ARG o T 9 i A — B B A0 R S i 4
TEMZR B Tl AREE AL P2 R J7 38 Ja 4 E 4
MR o XXt 7840 i B F A R IE S i 4 AR K 4 0
SO TP RIAR R SRR R S BRI R ST
77 GARPHE R TR (1) s@ A= X T ), AT CAYEHES 4%
B A E B EEE X 5% .

AR 48 MaxEnt A5 B4 1) 73 B 45 5, X i 2% 73 A i
FKEERMARNE FRBERRZEANE. & TFF
KRS IR 2R K R . 3R #E MaxEnt 78 v ()
THRE A R MR EIR, TERRET, ¥
Pl EERZS LR FrIsm, RAENRET
- A T T I R S A 4 A I S (R KR
2 2014). (R ENHATCGE /)Y (FERGRK, 2012) 41t
fath, SURAREK MR E KR E . ERE
MM ESSER T Ak, ok 555 AR
FLAAAAE ) o3 A (1) S8 SR R, (HBAR 500
KFAEA R A o] BEA— B, Blan, XFEE AR
¥R (Quercus wutaishanica)H 35 43 A 54 M £ K /& 4F
By R K A H AR E (B 2, 2013); 520
8 7 (Santalum  album) 3 A3 (1) 3= B2 5 K ¥ 42 47
VIR 5 A A BAGIR (55, 2014); s2maiidbiE

3 (Malus hupehensis) 3 73 A7 (1) £ B 2[R 172 e T
ZF i (£ 5 24, 2013),

MaxEnt A5 84 BT 7 I £ e 4% e 1 A2 X R) B K
AR A, SR TR AT A E R X . o,
ST LLK R L FORA QR L Fik A G Bl ARG L e
Bl X T B 2B S AR AL O AR X, X LB X 7 A
(R ET AR R T RE 2 o R IO TR AL 2, M
FEEMIT RIS R . AR FUAE SR 2 it
FERRIL T REIEAEMAE, X — 225 L EIHE
TSRS . e MR IR, A
2R AR B B AR R, AT RE 3Z 2R AU
NGB o LIRS B A A R A S B, N
A HEAT A AR 5 6 PR FH B9 58 Befill o

AR FRAERFE, R A E AR AR )
T A EE, 455 A B I PR 55 B A e AR s A A
B 0T RRE R AT SR () R A, (R
B ARG R ORY . RIESFIA

RPN
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Distributional patterns of the monolete and trilete ferns in China

Xueping Wei' 2, Xianchun Zhang*"

1 State Key Laboratory of Systematic and Evolutionary Botany, Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing
100093
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Abstract: Spores are important for fern classification and sexual reproduction and they usually have aper-
tures; monolete (bilateral) and trilete (tetrahedral) are the two common types. All of the 2,281 native Chinese
fern species (including subspecies and varieties) were included in our survey of monolete and trilete species
ratios and their distribution patterns. Result revealed that (1) the number of monolete species was higher than
the number of trilete, and there was a positive correlation between the ratio of monolete: trilete species
(MTR) and latitude, and also between MTR and altitude. MTR was also shown to increase with decreases in
temperature and rainfall. Monolete ferns were found to have larger distributional areas than trilete ones and to
be more tolerant to a colder and drier climate. It is hypothesized that monolete ferns have a strong capacity to
adapt to an extreme habitat; and that (2) neither monolete nor trilete spore are of single origin as parallel
evolution might exist during the evolution of ferns. This study sheds new light on niche adaptation in ferns,
as well as the evolution and diversification of ferns.

Key words: monolete spores; trilete spores; parallel evolution; niche adaptation
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FAEEERRRE N, R 2K AT
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1974) . BUAE 3Nk =GR A 70t R AR 2R
Y PSR T R HEL 25 (Read, 1950; Traverse,
2007). Ito (1972, 1978)% M. 111 Hhb i Al 4Bk R
64 b 1A T BRI ) Oy A A SR AT T O
T, Fi5 PSRN = AR A 1 LL AR AL BRBE A
25 B A AR T A g ok, Kb b [ R A T %
U, ZRAbHLX A5 VE3/ X . Pausas#iS&z (2000)
PRI T RO 144~ i X A 7 2R 88K 0 A kg Jel, 4
H PR R RN — SR R R R R B LA —
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TR DL R 4 P A DG 2R S0 A 25 A 055 11 3
PEo SN I A BRI 1 5 T )= )
AL, W DAERIS i S PR B AR A o FR I L
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ATk SR BRVBIE T AT LA K A 5 5k A 8 40 P o I 1 s A
FRALTURL

1 7%

R (P ERYE) (P EEY SRR RS,
1959-2004) 1 (Kl 44, A% B BERL B G 2 WU ER
NSRS, 4930 E 2, 2810 (5 R R A,
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TN, 2010) (1), Hokdes Rt
AR 3% % (Lemmaphyllum) . 4535 )& (Pyrrosia) 1 BC
3 & (Lepisorus) 9t 1 L A A VEH (RG22 Bl T
MELAF . MR X . Va3
IIATIX (LS A, 2013) ANFRIR B LA AN A il
RSB K LR, RIS G TRl R —
48510 T HIR B ELAE (MTR: BLR fj Bk 8 = Lol
BUR), IR 5 = AR AN [R] 245 82 5 0 o Hh B 1
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2 R

21 HEKEX)8LE/=E

2,281 ik 28 vh HL AT BB 1 W R AR
1,689% 0, I RR} 1)1 H AT o R 4 B4 5%
P RGE PR, By R R A T, A

(1) 592F0, FRALEEHT MR E B 2 T - 55k
YR AL, te(E42.85. 43 agit 74 448 (HhIX)
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= HAE AR AT A AT 1(1.03) RKiHE(1.36)
HEFE(1.55) AHE(L.64)F1) 4 (1.90), ‘AR LLAEY
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I 403 FE S IR 35 R IEAH G (112)
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A 3.37.
24 AREIBHKHBENE/I=ILE
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f£)43,501-4,000 m (R = 5.09), Z:fiii% 7 /5 (>4,500
m)Ji, A = A ZeME [R5 R Ay = 0.28x +
2.76 (= 0.88, P<0.001) (/&2). F#HL KH/=H Y
PR I A G

M A = G ok, BB (i
/1500 m)H/ =LA 2.74, 5 bR (T3
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*1 PEBEHEUX)RE BREM=REMTRIKEE x2 TRSGETRR. ZHERTHREYMHERELILE

WEE R EH L) Table 2 Number of monolete and trilete ferns and the
Table 1 The number and ratio of monolete and trilete ferns in monolete/trilete values along a latitude gradient
each province/region of China TeZh L T SR R
H(HhIX) RIS TY) AT A= Latitude BRIDIFNEL ES LR Monolete/trilete
Province/region il LR Ratio of (N) Monolete ferns Trilete ferns
No. of monolete No. of trilete monolete 0<=20° 257 166 1.55
ferns (N1) ferns (N2) ~ and trilete 20°25° 1.008 415 243
ferns ' ’
(R=N1/N2) 25230° 991 308 3.22
‘}ﬁm Macao 35 34 1.03 30235° 515 147 3.50
Kt Tianjin 15 11 1.36 35240° 246 75 3.28
W Hainan 257 166 1.55 40°.45° 102 30 3.40
## Hong Kong 125 76 1.64 450550 65 17 280
J~Z Guangdong 337 177 1.90
B Taiwan 456 228 2.00
JE3t Beijing 43 20 215 z6
I Guangxi 490 217 2.26 & ¥y=032e4+ 177 2 =0.76, P<0.01
_Lifg Shanghai 38 16 2.38 E 51 95U X [1] 95% Prediction intervals
YLVY Jiangxi 290 116 2.50 _: e 203k [5] 1 Linear regression
ik Hebei 68 27 2.52 Sa}
2]
Bep Shaanxi 151 57 2.65 % . o
L
Higd Fujian 272 98 2.78 éB -
St Guizhou 574 198 2.90 «
1Py Shanxi 64 22 291 22T
YR Henan 152 52 2.92 2 ¢
il Gansu 171 58 2.95 alm
P Chongging 401 136 2.95 i 0 J J ] J J ] J
WI Zheu?ng 319 107 2.98 S 8 S 5 5 5 8
W4k Hubei 255 85 3.00 N S & N K S K
P-[UII Sichuan 611 201 3.04 jt?:F Latitude (N)
i£3* Liaoning 68 22 3.10
#iF - Hunan 452 145 312 El #/= EETRSES LM% MEE)T
ZF Yunnan 934 296 3.16 Fig. 1 Linear regression of monolete/trilete values along a
3 Qinghai 32 10 320 latitude gradient
5 Ningxia 20 6 3.33
P, Xizang 414 123 337 *3 FEIBRMERS, =HERTHRLNMEEE L
114 Shandong 68 18 3.78 &
LF5 Jiangsu 102 27 378 Table 3 Number of monolete and trilete ferns and the
BVl Heilongjiang 54 13 415 monolete/trilete values along an elevation gradient
Ak Jilin 68 16 4.25 ik PG =T B
. Anhui 137 31 4.42 Elevation WAL e L Monolete
. 0 0 (m) Monolete ferns  Trilete ferns ftrilete
WS 47 ! 4t 0500 315 108 2.02
Inner Mongolia
HiEE Xinjiang 43 8 5.38 501-1,000 574 189 3.04
1001-1,500 608 177 3.46
1501-2,000 610 138 4.42
$%1,000-2,000 m)*HL/—EufE }3.28, ZH =K Eh(13Y 2001-2,500 450 104 433
HEHROK 4,000 m)H/ = Lufi 4 3.23. 2501-3,000 342 75 4.56
25 BEHMEHARE0R/= LE 0013500 102 4 468
3501-4,000 117 23 5.09
¢ B A 6] B35 B A = L yh\mw '
# .écii*m H m%;ﬁf & ;Efi % T 0014500 a4 9 4.89
1'551 E'z,,“‘l_‘ﬁ'z-47, Hﬁ‘ﬁﬂl’l—_ﬁ'z-ely EP/Iﬂl'l__ﬁ’?’-gl! W;{% >4,500 11 5 2.20

[X3.28., 42 M /K& X 43 9 = tefl, 433 4 0-400
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7
¥y=0.28x+2.76 =088, P<0.001
9% L [X 7] 95% Prediction intervals
oF —— £gPE[EIS Linear regression

“LEfi Ratio of monolete and trilete ferns

LY

Wk Elevation (m)

E2 B/I=HEERREBIREE DRZEE)I
Fig. 2 Linear regression of monolete/trilete values along an

mm: 3.92, 400-800 mm: 3.07, 800-1,600 mm: 2.63.
B = A S RN K Y BN AH G
2.6 MFRELBVHUKXE

BRSHIVI IR TS AR MR, AT R
L O AR ) PR R L EOIRAS o RN OB =
R, A IRRE N RS  T, SRBRFHEAT
R AT R T MR E TR K 2R LA
HMRIRF A ISR T O AREE, XU AR
Tl 22, R o =285 1.

K e B R P R LK e I8 A 3R RV ik
Bh R BRBH G B HEAE 78 R SRS 1 (14
Tt A7 2 =R A . JUKEE R, K
Jo i B R BRE D HAT PR GE2RAY, HR
(PR AR AR 1 (1813)

elevation gradient

[ ] =%5% Trilete

(| HLZLEE Monolete

[ #5288 A — 24 4% Monolete and trilete
Wl CE 5L EE Alete-monolete

AR
Eupolypods |

LK e
Eupolypods=d|

SR 2 e

= 7K JEH F Polypodiaceae
s 5 th B Davalliaceae

® §E W%} Oleandraceae

® X W F} Tectariaceae

e 5% £l Nephrolepidaceae
o ji i £} Lomariopsidaceae
o % BBl Dryopteridaceae
e i L B Hypodematiaceae
e 5 Lk El Blechnaceae

e Bk FE Onocleaceae

° @i i BE Athyriaceae

o 5 F Woodsiaceae

REMINAIE, 2015)

Zhang & Sun, 2015)

o &2 Fl Thelypteridaceae

{' B RBE Aspleniaceae
= [ 4 Diplaziopsidaceae

Eupolypods II

A S
~

=o i} J1# £} Rhachidosoraceae
= & FL Cystopteridaceae

i £} Dennstaedtiaceae

Polypods

o R JEHEFL Pteridaceae

1% T S I

Core leptosporangiates

1% 4 Bk B} Lindsaeaceae

o §b# £ Cyatheaceae

o 4B E Cibotiaceae

o J L Bkl Plagiogyriaceae
o B HEL Salviniaceae

o 3 Fl Marsileaceae

o ¥Rl Schizaeaceae

e i 4 ¥ FE Lygodiaceae
= AUk F Dipteridaceae

R E A

Leptosporangiates

e 1 14 Gleicheniaceae

o B F} Hymenophyllaceae

0 IR Osmundaceae

BB Marattiaceae
=" Famt B F Psilotaceae

&S

Ferns

o iR /N BOEL Ophioglossaceae

A} Equisetaceae

E3 HREEYEFRELBVHLKERE
(R A B X RHIEZEHSmith et al, 2006; 3

Fig. 3 Evolution of fern spore apertures
styles (Phylogeny follows Smith et al, 20086;
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3 Wig

BETCL EESRTLUE b E B AR £
FEf T, B = E S ETbEsy, X 50 ekl
Hu X % s — 3 (Ito, 1972, 1978; Pausas & Séez,
2000) . [F]—Zh 8 b, o [ ) B = B AR v Tt SO
Sy HuIX (Ito, 1978). FEANR Ay 2 18], B A~
B, H eSSt (1 PRl LL 3G ;. ASRIBE K &R
BE A B K & b, H S A 1 Lo o) 1
B0 e GEH B A5 ) o — LA S e T PR A g ey
LR (BRSSP o3 A s Jm) IR AR 3 JEAN ™
BRI R o BRI )9 2 BRI )
oAz 206, W Koy LEEERASE L Ty
IR sEm . BT Akl | —2h B, HAS
WEE AT 0], YRS RO R A
TR R(EEMEE, 2004), HkFEE. HEIX
[B) i Ry DA A S5 /K i e () Rl 43 T LA ALh e e e
MBS . K SR 22 o ANBIFITI 4 SR W] R
FEREERAAUF I BRRAE ) o3 Ay ), 38 AR
TR ) S0, SO B AR TS AR S AR N SE A Hh
X Je ALK, 1T — R A () R B I B AR AR A
ARCIHEEFA 1) 0k 1 b DX RHVETE M X

1 2R 4% I 107 BF 40 Mo 9 Kl oy 2408 1 DY 43 4
INTE T IR, IR S e AR TE T 5. 7
RN, BRI TR, KR, H
Hh = LGRS (1) Fl 1 BE ] 0 AR 3, R R4
B, F0 R IR ) A0 R (T e A A, 2006; 3
HEE 2009; XSHTE, 2016). FZLGEHL T RER]
REAE B AR B R 1EH - Pausasfll S&ez (2000)
T8t - 2 G R rp ) — LA B R S 26 T T
G K5 2 A be gl T SR O, JF B gk
R RA BRI Re 1A K.

ZIBRG(F15, 1978a, b) T i BEIGBRF
SRR REBBREL BB S A RREIRP RS
6N BFR A PR RGERI . BRI R RS
1 (Smith et al, 2006; Christenhusz et al, 2011; 5K%¢

&, 2013; RIS MPNATE, 2015), B T 54 BRH
Mg BRAHEA WA R R 248, T
AR TR B RGP RERR, | X
KRB & T 2B RGP AR R, | S
BREHEIN T 2842 8 R MWRE KRBRAB 5
% J& (Histiopteris) Al B A} i) it 4l % & (Paesia), |

SOKA RS TR 8 RGP i SRR

MEREE, A3 BB AR S B R B A R

RV T | XREBRITEE TR CERS

A BRI I T ARG . BA B

SR A BRI PO R ISR, A e 5 N

AR B R — HZ B2 H R0, 1)

TR FT(Smith et al, 2006; 5K 25#%%, 2013; Liu,

2016). fEff T REERIM B R K B DL H

RGN RIRTEIR, ARG BA IR, X5

W2 F U ML) (Traverse, 2007). {H By FPZdg

B AL R AL SR G, IR SAE ) £ AL

AREPAEAE AT A . 54, T =GR

AR ) B O R AR TR AR AR RN BE M D, el

A LA BRS AR T BE ARG BE R, T 1n) =y A

ANEIREE 8 R i
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Mg 1 WEREEYHEFRELRLCE
Appendix 1 Spore apertures styles of ferns in China

Yk 725k
Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (221~
£,1978a, b)

Al44 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 7K%EH4E, 2013)

i) Equisetum arvense L.

PR Equisetum diffusum D. Don
ZAM Equisetum fluviatile L.

A Equisetum hyemale L.

o AR Equisetum hyemale ssp. affine (Engel.) Calder & R. L.

Taylor
K3 Equisetum palustre L.
) 3F Equisetum pratense Ehrhart

e b

K Equisetum ramosissimum Desf.

4 Equisetum ramosissimum ssp. Debile (Roxb. ex Vauch.)
Hauke

i A Equisetum scirpoides Michoux

WA Equisetum sylvaticum L.

BRI Equisetum variegatum Schleich. ex Weber & Mohr.

B 37 B AR Equisetum variegatum ssp. Alaskanum (A. A.

Eaton) Hulten

JeHs%-H44% Alete--monolete
ToHe5%E -1 54%% Alete--monolete
ToHe5%-H154%% Alete--monolete
ToHe5%E-H154%% Alete--monolete
To35%E-H154%% Alete--monolete

JeHsE- 4% Alete--monolete
JeHsE- 4% Alete--monolete
JeHsE- 4% Alete--monolete
JeHsE- 4% Alete--monolete

T4 54%% Alete--monolete
LG5 H.544% Alete--monolete
JLREE—H.54%% Alete--monolete
JLREE—H.544% Alete--monolete

ARl Equisetaceae
AEL Equisetaceae
AEL Equisetaceae
AIEL Equisetaceae
AEL Equisetaceae

AIEl Equisetaceae
AIHEF Equisetaceae
AKIEl Equisetaceae
AIEl Equisetaceae

ARl Equisetaceae
AIFEL Equisetaceae
AFEL Equisetaceae
AIEL Equisetaceae

ARl Equisetaceae
AEL Equisetaceae
AEL Equisetaceae
AWEL Equisetaceae
AWEL Equisetaceae

AIEl Equisetaceae
AIEl Equisetaceae
ARIHFEF Equisetaceae
ARl Equisetaceae

ARl Equisetaceae
AFEF Equisetaceae
AFEF Equisetaceae
AIFEL Equisetaceae

PRI /K ZNEE Ophioderma pendulum (L.) C.Presl =% Trilete /R/NERL Ophioglossaceae /K /N5 R} Ophioglossaceae
T LI 2K /NS Ophioglossum austro-asiaticum M. Nishida =% Trilete J/R/NEREL Ophioglossaceae  Jffi/R/MN 5.5} Ophioglossaceae

/N 2K ZNEE Ophioglossum nudicaule L. f.
R /R /N Ophioglossum oblongum H. G. Zhou & Hua

=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

/R /NE R} Ophioglossaceae
/R /NE R} Ophioglossaceae

/R /NE R} Ophioglossaceae
/R /NE R} Ophioglossaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
Li

S ZK /NEE Ophioglossum petiolatum Hook.
CMIEHH R /N B Ophioglossum reticulatum L.
PR /NEL Ophioglossum thermale Kom.
/R /NEE Ophioglossum vulgatum L.

FKAZNR /R ZINEL Ophioglossum yongrenense Ching ex Z. R. He &

W. M. Chu.
+$85% Helminthostachys zeylanica (L.) Hook.

6 BB Botrychium boreale Milde

AR Botrychium daucifolium Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.
B Botrychium formosanum Tagawa

HEZL AL Botrychium japonicum (Prantl) Underw.

K AILAHLER Botrychium lanceolatum (J. Gmelin) Angstrom
KB Botrychium lanuginosum Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.
BRI 3% Botrychium lunaria (L.) Sw.

HZABAM % Botrychium nipponicum Makino

FUH:BA L% Botrychium robustum (Rupr. ex Milde) Underw.

ShE B Botrychium strictum Underw.

5% Botrychium ternatum (Thunb.) Sw.

BRH Botrychium virginianum (L.) Sw.

FAM % Psilotum nudum (L.) Beauv.

—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—5% Trilete
—5% Trilete
—35% Trilete

—=242% Trilete

4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—=5% Trilete
—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete
—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete
— 4% Trilete
HZ4%% Monolete

/K /N5 EL Ophioglossaceae
/R /NERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEEERL Ophioglossaceae

LR A
Helminthostachyaceae
% #l Botrychiaceae
% #l Botrychiaceae
FHH: 5% £l Botrychiaceae
FHH 5% £l Botrychiaceae
FHH: 5% £l Botrychiaceae
P Fl Botrychiaceae
P Fl Botrychiaceae
P Fl Botrychiaceae
Pkl Botrychiaceae
P £l Botrychiaceae
P £l Botrychiaceae
FHHb R Rl Botrychiaceae
AR} Psilotaceae

/K /N5 R} Ophioglossaceae
/R /NERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEEERL Ophioglossaceae

i R/NEEERL Ophioglossaceae

/K /N5 EL Ophioglossaceae
/K /N5 EL Ophioglossaceae
/K /NS EL Ophioglossaceae
/K /N5 EL Ophioglossaceae
/K /NS EL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NEERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NERL Ophioglossaceae
i R/NERL Ophioglossaceae
/R /NE R} Ophioglossaceae
Pk El Psilotaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

KA Christensenia assamica (Griff.) Ching BZIZE Monolete KRAEWAL Christenseniaceae &%kl Marattiaceae

A
% Marattia pellucida C. Presl
WL R34  Angiopteris acutidentata Ching

P4 35 RE5% - Angiopteris caudatiformis Hieron.
KM 5 % Angiopteris caudipinna Ching
B 5 BE R Angiopteris cochinchinensis de Vriese

S k3E FE R Angiopteris confertinervia Ching ex C. Chr. &
Tardieu

IR 25 )5 5% Angiopteris crassipes Wall. ex de Vriese
TEGERE A )% Angiopteris dianyuecola Z. R. He & W. M. Chu
£ I 35 )5 5% - Angiopteris esculenta Ching

BT JETE  Angiopteris fibrillosa Ching & Y. X. Lin

FE W RS Angiopteris fokiensis Hieron.

HLZL%% Monolete
=Z4%% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete

=24%% Trilete

=245k Trilete

=34%% Trilete

—=Z4%% Trilete

—=Z4%% Trilete

= 242% Trilete

=34%% Trilete

HHEBRAL Marattiaceae
e R R}
Angiopteridaceae
WL AR R
Angiopteridaceae
R AR R
Angiopteridaceae
W e SE R}
Anglopterldaceae
W PSR}
Anglopterldaceae
L A ST
Angiopteridaceae
W JREE R
Angiopteridaceae
W SRR
Angiopteridaceae
M PR AR
Angiopteridaceae
M e SE R
Angiopteridaceae

CrHERRl Marattiaceae
G HERFl Marattiaceae

PERRR} Marattiaceae

U>

WAl Marattiaceae

U>

oy

HHR Marattiaceae

oy

HHR Marattiaceae

E2 R Marattiaceae

GHRA Marattiaceae

GHRA Marattiaceae

SFEW R Marattiaceae

2

FERRFl Marattiaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

SEN W BE5E - Angiopteris formosa Ching = Z4%% Trilete N REE R} EHEHA Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

W F AL 3% Angiopteris hainanensis Ching — UL Trilete L A SR EHER AL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

P P, Angiopteris helferiana C. Presl —RI5% Trilete W AR G HEHFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

3% B JkOUL 25 J483% - Angiopteris henryi Hieron. —ZU%% Trilete W AR G HEHFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

T I 5 )5 5% - Angiopteris hokouensis Ching =% Trilete W JAE S T HHERRAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

5 ML 25 )6 3% Angiopteris howii Ching & Chu H. Wang =% Trilete W JAE S T HHERRAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

I PE ML PR Angiopteris kwangsiensis Ching =445 Trilete WL JAE S T G AL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

Jr 4N )5 5% Angiopteris lobulata Ching —Z45% Trilete B REE R} B#ERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

W KEE Angiopteris lygodiifolia Rosenst. —%45% Trilete B REE R} B#ERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

BRI A TE - Angiopteris medogensis Ching & Y. X. Lin =% Trilete W A SR} GHERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

AW 6% Angiopteris neglecta Ching & Chu H. Wang —4%% Trilete W A o EHERREL Marattiaceae

Angiopteridaceae
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Y Ff (O St R4 Family (1
Species Spore apertures styles £1,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

{53 41 W0 3% 95 3% - Angiopteris oblanceolata Ching & Chu H. 5% Trilete B SRR ) HHERFL Marattiaceae

Wang Angiopteridaceae

SE DO FE%E - Angiopteris officinalis Ching — %45k Trilete W27 SRR A EHERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

J& W35 )85 5% - Angiopteris oldhamii Hieron. =% Trilete W A ST G REBLAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

22535 )RR 5% Angiopteris palmiformis (Cav.) C. Chr. =% Trilete L A ST G REBAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

HRKE HE % Angiopteris paucinervis W. M. Chu & Z. R. Heex ~ —%4%% Trilete W REE R} EFERREl Marattiaceae

Z.R. He Anglopterldaceae

Ji A5 A% Angiopteris rahaoensis Ching %% Trilete e EE R} HHERRAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

BRI £ )5 5% - Angiopteris remota Ching & Chu H. Wang =445 Trilete L A ST EHERRA Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

SR W )5 5%  Angiopteris robusta Ching —Z45% Trilete B REE R} G RBLAFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

A7 JRE5%E - Angiopteris sakuraii Hieron. =% Trilete W AR ST} EHERRFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

L2 Angiopteris sparsisora Ching = Z45% Trilete B REE R} THEWAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

WAL &S Angiopteris subcuneata Ching =Z4%% Trilete W R S AR AR R Marattiaceae

Angiopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

VA=W 5 A% Angiopteris subintegra Ching 5% Trilete B SRR ) HHERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

SV HE%  Angiopteris taiwanensis Ching = 5% Trilete e R R} EHERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

KA kW35 3% Angiopteris venulosa Ching —24%% Trilete W AR} G HEHFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

VUS55 Angiopteris wallichiana C. Presl =% Trilete L A ST G REBAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

TG % Angiopteris wangii Ching =% Trilete W JAE S T HHERRAL Marattiaceae
Anglopterldaceae

ML BESE - Angiopteris yunnanensis Hieron. %% Trilete e EE R} HHERRAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

Al JEAE M FE % Archangiopteris bipinnata Ching —Z44% Trilete L A ST HHERRAL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

SR JE AW KA Archangiopteris henryi Christ & Gies. —Z45% Trilete B REE R} B#ERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

I 1 J5 46 W 25 6 3% Archangiopteris hokouensis Ching —%45% Trilete W7 SR} B#ERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

FPHE G R GG W25 )5 3% Archangiopteris itoi W. C. Shieh =% Trilete W AR ST} GHERFL Marattiaceae
Angiopteridaceae

G JEUAR W JRE 5% Archangiopteris tonkinensis (Hayata) Ching  —Zd%% Trilete W R} EH AL Marattiaceae

Angiopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B4 H Osmunda angustifolia Ching

FL A H Osmunda banksiifolia (C. Presl) Kuhn

e 4 H Osmunda cinnamomea L.

282 Osmunda claytoniana L.

%3 Osmunda japonica Thunb.

B4 Osmunda javanica Blume

#E R4 H Osmunda vachellii Hook.

43 Osmunda = mildei C. Chr.

K A Bk Abrodictyum cumingii C. Presl

EAFBL Callistopteris apiifolia Copel.

JEEJZ X Cephalomanes javanicum (Blume) Bosch
MRk Crepidomanes bipunctatum (Poir.) Copel.
W F B k% Crepidomanes hainanense Ching

B E K% Crepidomanes intramarginale (Hook. & Grev.)
Copel.

i@k % Crepidomanes latemarginale (A. A. Eaton) Copel.

7B % Crepidomanes liboense P. S. Wang

Uk 5Ltk % Crepidomanes omeiense Ching & P. S. Chiu
12 EAR Kk
B ik
KMk Crepidomanes racemulosum (Bosch) Ching
RIEAEMKEL Crepidomanes tiendongense Ching & C. F. Zhang

Crepidomanes pinnatifidum Ching & P. S. Chiu
Crepidomanes plicatum (Bosch) Ching

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

=Z4%% Trilete

K HAL Osmundaceae
K HAL Osmundaceae
L H B Osmundaceae
L H B Osmundaceae
L H B Osmundaceae
% bﬁﬂ Osmundaceae

>4
=
o
w
3
c
S
Q.
QD
(@]
@
©
@

ﬂ Osmundaceae

B %} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae

EESEEE NN
sEssssEE)

T

% Hymenophyllaceae

JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
&%l Hymenophyllaceae
&%l Hymenophyllaceae
BB A Hymenophyllaceae
BB A Hymenophyllaceae

K HAL Osmundaceae
K HAL Osmundaceae
% HBlL Osmundaceae
£ H B Osmundaceae
% H B Osmundaceae
% bﬁﬂ Osmundaceae

>4
=
o
(2]
3
c
=
Q
QD
o
@
QD
@

ﬂ Osmundaceae

%%} Hymenophyllaceae
B %} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae
%%} Hymenophyllaceae

EESEEE NN
sEssssEE)

T T

% A& Hymenophyllaceae

JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
A& Hymenophyllaceae
A& Hymenophyllaceae
BB FF Hymenophyllaceae
BB FF Hymenophyllaceae
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Yokt

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B k% Crepidomanes zayuense Ching & S. K. Wu
JEi21j% Crepidopteris humilis (Forst.) Copel.

Fi4% Didymoglossum wallii (Thwait.) Copel.

I % Gonocormus matthewii (Christ) Ching
5% Gonocormus minutus (Blume) Bosch
T B % Gonocormus prolifer (Blume) Prantl
e IR BR  Hymenophyllum austrosinicum Ching
IR Hymenophyllum barbatum (Bosch) Baker
AVEIER Hymenophyllum devolii Lai

TR Hymenophyllum khasianum Hook. & Baker
Wk % Hymenophyllum minutidenticulatum Ching & P. S.
Chiu

gt JE JE % Hymenophyllum omeiense Christ

/N ER - Hymenophyllum oxyodon Baker

i AR Hymenophyllum simonsianum Hook.

FEM R Hymenophyllum urofrons Ching & C. F. Zhang
# % Mecodium badium (Hook. & Grev.) Copel.
45H- # % Mecodium corrugatum (Christ) Copel.
FE#EH Mecodium exsertum (Wall. ex Hook.) Copel.
JNH: 6% Mecodium javanicum (Spreng.) Copel.
1L #k % Mecodium jinfoshanense Ching & Z. Y. Liu
fif% ¥ % Mecodium levingei (C. B. Clarke) Copel.

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete

— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

JE % & Hymenophyllaceae
JE 3% & Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
K% A} Hymenophyllaceae
K% A} Hymenophyllaceae
fE %A} Hymenophyllaceae

JE %A} Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A} Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
&%l Hymenophyllaceae
&%l Hymenophyllaceae
BB A Hymenophyllaceae

BB A Hymenophyllaceae

JE % A& Hymenophyllaceae
JE % & Hymenophyllaceae
JEFF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
fE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
fE %A Hymenophyllaceae

JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
A& Hymenophyllaceae
A& Hymenophyllaceae
BB FL Hymenophyllaceae

BB FF Hymenophyllaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

2 5% Mecodium lineatum Ching & P. S. Chiu

7 #6BR Mecodium lofoushanense Ching & P. S. Chiu

JE 1l B% Mecodium lushanense Ching & P. S. Chiu

KB Mecodium oligosorum (Makino) H. Ito

PIt &% Mecodium paramnioides H. G. Zhou & W. M. Chu
Z R Mecodium polyanthos (Sw.) Copel.

1 2 # Bk Mecodium productum (Kunze) Copel.

FER#E K Mecodium riukiuense (Christ) Copel.

Wik ¥ Bk Mecodium stenochladum Ching & P. S. Chiu
VU1 Mecodium szechuanense Ching & P. S. Chiu

JIVEE JEEE R Meringium blandum (Racib) Copel.

JEEERR Meringium denticulatum (Sw.) Copel.

FAVEJEEER  Meringium holochilum (Bosch) Copel.

SRR KR Microgonium bimarginatum Bosch.

RE R B Ik Microgonium motleyi Bosch.

B ik B Microgonium sublimbatum (K. Muller) Bosch

JE T BB Microgonium tahitense (Nadealld) Tindale
BIR4H A B % Microtrichomanes digitatum (Sw.) Copel.

4l O B % Microtrichomanes nitidulum (Bosch) Copel.

KERIF B Nesopteris grandis (Copel.) Copel.

ERFFE K Nesopteris thysanostoma (Makino) Copel.

FEM & Pleuromanes pallidum (Blume) C. Presl

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

JE % & Hymenophyllaceae
JE 3% & Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
K% A} Hymenophyllaceae
K% A} Hymenophyllaceae
5% & Hymenophyllaceae
5% &L Hymenophyllaceae
JEi% &L Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A} Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE B AF Hymenophyllaceae
&%l Hymenophyllaceae
&% Hymenophyllaceae
BB A Hymenophyllaceae
BB A Hymenophyllaceae

JE % A& Hymenophyllaceae
JE % & Hymenophyllaceae
JEFF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
fE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
5% & Hymenophyllaceae
5% R Hymenophyllaceae
5% R Hymenophyllaceae
JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
A& Hymenophyllaceae
A& Hymenophyllaceae
BB FF Hymenophyllaceae
BB FF Hymenophyllaceae
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Yokt

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B Selenodesmium cupressoides (Desv.) Copel.

R 5 Selenodesmium recurvum  Ching & P. S. Chiu

I K% Selenodesmium siamense (Christ) Ching & Chu H.
Wang

fiBk Vandenboschia auriculata (Blume) Copel.

iM% Vandenboschia birmanica (Bedd.) Ching

=& )% Vandenboschia cystoseiroides (Christ ex Tardien & C.
Chr.) Ching

3% B Vandenboschia fargesii (Christ) Ching

Y7k Vandenboschia lofoushanensis Ching

K% Vandenboschia maxima (Blume) Copel.

M Vandenboschia radicans (Sw.) Copel.

BBk Vandenboschia schmidtiana (Zenker ex Taschner)
Copel.

BRI Vandenboschia subclathrata K. Iwats.

KTH Dicranopteris ampla Ching & Chiu in Ching & Chu H.
Wang

F+1t5H Dicranopteris gigantea Ching

B:oH Dicranopteris linearis (Burm. f. ) Underw.

T H Dicranopteris pedata (Houtt.) Nakaike

K743 Dicranopteris splendida (Hand.-Mazz.) Ching
£¥57"H Dicranopteris taiwanensis Ching & P. S. Chiu

=28k Trilete
=% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete

4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

—=Z4%% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

— %% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

JE % & Hymenophyllaceae
JE 3% & Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae

JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae

K% A} Hymenophyllaceae
fE %A Hymenophyllaceae
fE %A} Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A} Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A} Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
H 1%} Gleichniaceae

H 1%} Gleichniaceae
F.HE} Gleichniaceae
H.HE} Gleichniaceae
H A%} Gleichniaceae
B A%} Gleichniaceae

JE % A& Hymenophyllaceae
JE % & Hymenophyllaceae
JEFF Hymenophyllaceae

JE R FF Hymenophyllaceae
JE R AF Hymenophyllaceae
JE B FF Hymenophyllaceae

JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
fE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
fE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %Al Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
JE %A Hymenophyllaceae
H 1%} Gleicheniaceae

H 1%} Gleicheniaceae
H.HF} Gleicheniaceae
H.HF} Gleicheniaceae
H %} Gleicheniaceae
H %} Gleicheniaceae
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Yokt

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

fi /B 1 Diplopterygium blotianum (C. Chr.) Nakai

8111 Diplopterygium cantonense (Ching) Ching

F4E B [ Diplopterygium chinense (Rosenst.) De Vol

IEH 1 Diplopterygium criticum (Ching & P. S. Chiu) Ching ex
X. C. Zhang

KE. 9 Diplopterygium giganteum  (Wall. ex Hook.) Nakai
B 1 Diplopterygium glaucum (Thunb. ex Houtt.) Nakai
2728 H Diplopterygium irregulare W. M. Chu & Z. R. He
Y6 H 4 Diplopterygium laevissimum (Christ) Nakai

£k H. 1 Diplopterygium maximum (Ching) Ching & H. S. Kung
ZEH [ Diplopterygium rufopilosum (Ching & P. S. Chiu)
Ching ex X. C. Zhang

754 L Diplopterygium simulans (Ching) Ching ex X. C.
Zhang

i3 Sticherus laevigatus C. Presl

#E2 % Cheiropleuria bicuspis (Blume) C. Presl

M-3R % Cheiropleuria integrifolia (D. C. Eaton ex Hook.)
M. Kato, Y. Yatabe, Sahashi & N. Murak.

HHAEXUBR % Dipteris chinensis Christ

XU % Dipteris conjugata (Kaulf. ) Reinw.

=R R Dipteris wallichii (R. Brown) T. Moore
WERIHE4 7P Lygodium circinnatum (Burm.) Sw.

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete

— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete

=34%% Trilete

—=Z4%% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

HZLZE Monolete
HZLZE Monolete
HiZIZ% Monolete

=34%% Trilete

B A%l Gleichniaceae
B A%l Gleichniaceae
H 1%} Gleichniaceae
H %} Gleichniaceae

H %l Gleichniaceae
H %} Gleichniaceae
H %} Gleichniaceae
H 9%l Gleichniaceae
H 9%l Gleichniaceae
H 9%l Gleichniaceae

H AR Gleichniaceae

B % Gleichniaceae

HMEFE WAL Cheiropleuriaceae
#MeFE WAL Cheiropleuriaceae

XUEp &l Dipteridaceae
XUk &l Dipteridaceae
XUk FH Dipteridaceae
4 70F} Lygodiaceae

B A%l Gleicheniaceae
B A%l Gleicheniaceae
H %l Gleicheniaceae
H 1%} Gleicheniaceae

H 1%} Gleicheniaceae
H 1%} Gleicheniaceae
H 1%} Gleicheniaceae
H R Gleicheniaceae
H R Gleicheniaceae
H R Gleicheniaceae

H AP Gleicheniaceae

B A%} Gleicheniaceae
XU AL Dipteridaceae
XU AL Dipteridaceae

XUEp &l Dipteridaceae
XUEp &l Dipteridaceae
XUk FH Dipteridaceae
470k} Lygodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

i 47> Lygodium flexuosum (L.) Sw.
#E4vb Lygodium japonicum (Thunb.) Sw.
470 Lygodium longifolium (Willd.) Sw.

W ik e 47> Lygodium merrillii Copel.
/N4 YE Lygodium microphyllum (Cav.) R.Br
P14 Lygodium polystachyum Wall. ex T. Moore
Hiri4:v> Lygodium salicifolium C. Presl
47 Lygodium yunnanense Ching
SR Schizaea dichotoma (L.) Sm.

PR Schizaea digitata (L.) Sw.

e K38 Marsilea aegyptiaca Willd.

9 5 ¥ % Marsilea crenata C. Presl

38 Marsilea quadrifolia L.

YT 2T Azolla filiculoides Lam.

WHYL4L Azolla pinnata ssp. asiatica R. M. K. Saunders & K.
Fowler

A FRIN3E  Salvinia cuculata Roxb. ex Bory
B34 Salvinia natans (L.) All.

J8 /L% Plagiogyria adnata (Blume) Bedd.

Ik Y £ B Plagiogyria assurgens Christ
g )% Plagiogyria euphlebia (Kunze) Mett.
Be>PlJR AL % Plagiogyria falcata Copel.

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete

—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPE Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPR Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
PR EL Schizaeaceae
PR AL Schizaeaceae
3kl Marsileaceae
3R} Marsileaceae
3R} Marsileaceae
WYLZLRL Azollaceae
WTLZT R Azollaceae

PRI 3Rl Salviniaceae
PRI 3Rl Salviniaceae
IR LR} Plagiogyriaceae
R LR} Plagiogyriaceae
JR AL F Plagiogyriaceae
AL FL Plagiogyriaceae

4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPR Lygodiaceae
4 VPRl Lygodiaceae
4 VPR Lygodiaceae
4 VPR Lygodiaceae
4 VPR Lygodiaceae
4 VPR Lygodiaceae
PR AL Schizaeaceae
PR AL Schizaeaceae
#E} Marsileaceae

#EE} Marsileaceae

#EE} Marsileaceae

FEM-#EFL Salviniaceae
PRI 3Rl Salviniaceae

PRI 3%l Salviniaceae
PRI 3Rl Salviniaceae
R LR Plagiogyriaceae
R LR Plagiogyriaceae
AL FL Plagiogyriaceae
AL FL Plagiogyriaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

¥R /L% Plagiogyria glauca (Blume) Mett.
HE 9% L L Plagiogyria japonica Nakai

HIEJE 2% Plagiogyria stenoptera (Hance) Diels
4FESH Cibotium barometz (L.) J.Sm.
B4 EH Cibotium taiwanense C. M. Kuo
Fm-44 Alsophila andersonii Scott ex Bedd.
JETIHPH Alsophila austro-yunnanensis S. G. Lu
AERSHS Alsophila costularis Baker

¥l #8 Alsophila denticulata Baker

L5858 Alsophila fenicis (Copel.) C. Chr.
K-SR Alsophila gigantea Wall. ex  Hook.
PEAV RS Alsophila khasyana T. Moore ex Kuhn
FAA4: #5642 Alsophila latebrosa Wall. ex  Hook.
MIYERSES Alsophila loheri (Christ) R. M. Tryon
/NERSFE Alsophila metteniana Hance

RSP Alsophila podophylla Hook.

F5#% Alsophila spinulosa (Wall. ex Hook.) Tryon

F1## Sphaeropteris brunoniana (Hook.) R. M. Tryon
Z 1M Sphaeropteris lepifera (J. Sm. ex Hook.) R. M. Tryon

1B U5 R Lindsaea austrosinica Ching
BRI U5 5% Lindsaea chienii Ching

PR LBk Plagiogyria pycnophylla (Kunze) Mett.

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

Joi /LR Bl Plagiogyriaceae
Joi /LR FL Plagiogyriaceae
LRl Plagiogyriaceae
R LRl Plagiogyriaceae
IE5E R F} Dicksoniaceae
IE5E R F} Dicksoniaceae
W8 R} Cyatheaceae
W5 R} Cyatheaceae
W%l Cyatheaceae
Wi# %l Cyatheaceae
Wi##l Cyatheaceae
Wi# Rl Cyatheaceae
Wi Rl Cyatheaceae
Wi Rl Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
W R} Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
W R} Cyatheaceae
W R} Cyatheaceae
s kL Lindsaeaceae

AR ARl Lindsaeaceae

Joi /LR Bl Plagiogyriaceae
Joi /LR Bl Plagiogyriaceae
LRl Plagiogyriaceae
% LRl Plagiogyriaceae
4ESF} cibotiaceae

4 ESF} cibotiaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
W5 R} Cyatheaceae

Wi Rl Cyatheaceae
Wl Cyatheaceae
Wl Cyatheaceae
W Rl Cyatheaceae
Wi Rl Cyatheaceae
W Rl Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
WHE R} Cyatheaceae
W Rl Cyatheaceae
W R} Cyatheaceae
s kL Lindsaeaceae

EAE R AL Lindsaeaceae
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Yol

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

WEM- 545 5% Lindsaea chingii C. Chr.

M k@54 % Lindsaea cultrata (Willd.) Sw.

2 Pk ih ik Lindsaea eberhardtii (Christ) K. U. Kramer
SIH-H4G 5% Lindsaea ensifolia Sw.

SEBEUA R Lindsaea heterophylla Dryand.

JH: 5465 % Lindsaea javanensis Blume

445 5% Lindsaea kawabatae Sa. Kurata

I gA % Lindsaea liankwangensis Ching
R IR B Lindsaea lobata var. hainaniana K. U. Kramer
KAN@th % Lindsaea longipetiolata Ching

se a7 Lindsaea lucida Blume

/BB Lindsaea merrillii Copel.

B IR Lindsaea merrillii var. yasyamensis (Tagawa) W.
C. Shieh

W if% Lindsaea odorata Roxb.

H A 44 % Lindsaea odorata var. japonica (Baker) K. U.
Kramer

M-k 4f 5% Lindsaea orbiculata (Lam.) Mett.

Wi F %45 5% Lindsaea orbiculata var. recedens (Ching) W. C.
Shieh

JrAREEIE % Lindsaea securifolia var. kusukusensis (Hayata) W.
C. Shieh

%% Trilete
4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

—=Z4%% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

=Z4%% Trilete
= 242% Trilete

=34%% Trilete

% 4HBR ARl Lindsaeaceae
45 BR AL Lindsaeaceae
4B ARl Lindsaeaceae
i 4H Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4A Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
i 4A ARl Lindsaeaceae
i 4H ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4A Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
i pR Al Lindsaeaceae
4 BR AL Lindsaeaceae
i 4HBR AL Lindsaeaceae
i UH Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
i 4H Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae

ISR Lindsaeaceae
ISR Lindsaeaceae

IR Lindsaeaceae
G % B Lindsaeaceae

AR ARl Lindsaeaceae

45 BR AR Lindsaeaceae
% 4HBR AL Lindsaeaceae
4Rl Lindsaeaceae
@ UA Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4H B ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4A kARl Lindsaeaceae
i 4H Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4A kARl Lindsaeaceae
4R Al Lindsaeaceae
i 4HBR Al Lindsaeaceae
4Bk AL Lindsaeaceae
i 4H Bk Rl Lindsaeaceae
i 4H Bk Rl Lindsaeaceae

ISR Lindsaeaceae
ISR Lindsaeaceae

ISR Lindsaeaceae
G B Lindsaeaceae

EAE R AL Lindsaeaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 7KZEHSE, 2013)

F A %% Sphenomeris biflora (Kaulf.) Tagawa
35k Sphenomeris chinensis (L.) Maxon
4k % Tapeinidium gracile (Blume) Alderw.
IATH % Tapeinidium pinnatum (Cav.) C. Chr.

Pkl Tapeinidium pinnatum var. biserratum (Blume) W.

C. Shieh

TiAHipk Dennstaedtia appendiculata (Wall.) J. Sm.
I 1B p% Dennstaedtia elwesii (Bedd.) Bedd.

S V5H% Dennstaedtia formosae Christ

AMEMif Dennstaedtia hirsuta (Sw.) Mett. ex Mig.
ik Dennstaedtia leptophylla Hayata
itk Dennstaedtia melanostipes Ching

WiMk Dennstaedtia scabra (Wall. ex Hook.) T. Moore

Jert#ikk Dennstaedtia scabra var. glabrescens (Ching) C. Chr.

IR Dennstaedtia scandens (Blume) T. Moore
ZIFmBiE Dennstaedtia wilfordii  (T. Moore) Christ
AW TG K Microlepia ampla Ching

e %55 Bk Microlepia calvescens (Wall. ex Hook.) C. Presl
PI-fig% 35 5% Microlepia calvescens var. intramarginalis
(Tagawa) W. C. Shieh

J 3k 5 % Microlepia caudifolia Ching

Z= W55 % Microlepia chingii B. S. Wang

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete

—35% Trilete
—5% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—=5% Trilete
—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete
—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete

—=Z4%% Trilete

=34%% Trilete

% 4HBR ARl Lindsaeaceae
45 BR AL Lindsaeaceae
4B ARl Lindsaeaceae
i 4H Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4A Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae

Rl Dennstaedtiaceae

E{

LA

S

ik F} Dennstaedtiaceae
B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae

Rl Dennstaedtiaceae

S sz

R} Dennstaedtiaceae

%%%%EEE%%%%

Rl Dennstaedtiaceae

S

Wy

%*}

#FF Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae

45 BR AR Lindsaeaceae
% 4HBR AL Lindsaeaceae
4Rl Lindsaeaceae
@ UA Bk ARl Lindsaeaceae
@ 4H B ARl Lindsaeaceae

Rl Dennstaedtiaceae

E{

LA

S

ik F} Dennstaedtiaceae
BRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
J&F} Dennstaedtiaceae
J&F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
WF} Dennstaedtiaceae

R} Dennstaedtiaceae

SRR

Rl Dennstaedtiaceae

%%%%EEE%%%%

Rl Dennstaedtiaceae

S

Y

%*}

#FF Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FR7K8% 55 % Microlepia chishuiensis P. S. Wang
ST B Microlepia chrysocarpa Ching

# T 5 B Microlepia crassa Ching

[ 14 % 55 B Microlepia crenata Ching

W Wik % 75 % Microlepia crenatoserrata Ching
IE% 55 Bk Microlepia critica Ching

KATLEETE Bk Microlepia firma Mett. ex Kuhn
P T5 B Microlepia formosana Ching

[H Jhk % 75 % Microlepia ganlanbaensis Ching

Fe K55 % Microlepia gigantea Ching

Y65 %55 % Microlepia glabra Ching

3R S5 B Microlepia hainanensis Ching
BRI % 75 % Microlepia hancei Prantl

EIH% 5 % Microlepia herbacea Ching & C. Chr.
NI 6% 5% 5% Microlepia hispida C. Chr.

% 55k Microlepia hookeriana (Wall. ex Hook.) C. Presl
TR A% S BR Microlepia intermedia Ching

P4 g% 5 % Microlepia khasiyana (Hook.) C. Presl
%EE@?’&E%H Microlepia krameri C. M. Kuo

B FE M- 55 Bk Microlepia kurzii (C. B. Clarke) Bedd.
P55 %k Microlepia lipingensis P. S. Wang

B F 5 B Microlepia lofoushanensis Ching

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

WiBkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
ikl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wik Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
i F} Dennstaedtiaceae

&

¥

B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
J&F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae

TS E s s EEES
%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%

i F} Dennstaedtiaceae
Wil Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wip Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wip Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wikl Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae

WiBkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
ikl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wil Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
W3

&

#l Dennstaedtiaceae

¥

BRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
J&F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
WF} Dennstaedtiaceae
WF} Dennstaedtiaceae

TS E s s EEES
%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%

i F} Dennstaedtiaceae
Wil Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wipikl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wipxi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wikl Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

D% %55 B Microlepia marginata (Panz.) C. Chr.
ﬂlﬁliﬂﬁtiﬂj Microlepia marginata var. bipinnata Makino

FM 55 B Microlepia marginata var. villosa (C. Presl) Y. C.

Wu

A 955 35 % Microlepia matthewii Christ

SJI 6% 55 % Microlepia medogensis Ching & Y. X. Lin
5 S % 55 B Microlepia membranacea B. S. Wang

(¢ [ % 5 % Microlepia modesta Ching

[P 55 % Microlepia obtusiloba Hayata

Uk )5 % 55 5% Microlepia omeiensis Ching

W35 B Microlepia pallida Ching

Z BT K Microlepia pilosissima Ching

B 55 % Microlepia pilosula C. Presl

W M-85 35 % Microlepia platyphylla (D. Don) J. Sm.
O % 75 Bk Microlepia pseudostrigosa Makino
#7855 % Microlepia rhomboidea C. Presl
RM 75 % Microlepia scyphoformis Ching & Chu H. Wang
Pl 55 X Microlepia speluncae (L.) T. Moore
Pk R Microlepia straminea Ching

FHB®% 55 % Microlepia strigosa (Thunb.) C. Presl
VPGS B Microlepia subspeluncae Ching

WKL BTGB Microlepia substrigosa Tagawa

=28k Trilete
=% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
WikkAl Dennstaedtiaceae

WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
i F} Dennstaedtiaceae

N N

¥

B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
B F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae

TS E s s EEES
%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%

i F} Dennstaedtiaceae
Wil Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wip Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wip Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wikl Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkAl Dennstaedtiaceae

Wik Rl Dennstaedtiaceae
WiBk Bl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wikl Dennstaedtiaceae
ik

N N

#l Dennstaedtiaceae

¥

BRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JRF} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
J&F} Dennstaedtiaceae
JF} Dennstaedtiaceae
WF} Dennstaedtiaceae
WF} Dennstaedtiaceae

TS E s s EEES
%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%

i F} Dennstaedtiaceae
Wil Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wipikl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wipxi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
Wikl Dennstaedtiaceae

Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
Rl 5 % Microlepia subtrichosticha Ching %% Trilete ikl Dennstaedtiaceae ikl Dennstaedtiaceae
| }Il@ﬂém}ﬁ Microlepia szechuanica Ching 45k Trilete Wik Al Dennstaedtiaceae Wik Al Dennstaedtiaceae
SV K Microlepia taiwaniana Tagawa =% Trilete Wi A} Dennstaedtiaceae il B} Dennstaedtiaceae
JiH% 55 % Microlepia tenella Ching =% Trilete WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
HH-% 35 % Microlepia tenera Christ =% Trilete WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
BB 55 5% Microlepia trapeziformis (Roxb.) Kuhn =% Trilete WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
F R 55 % Microlepia trichocarpa Hayata =% Trilete WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
=B 55 % Microlepia trichoclada Ching =242 Trilete WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae Wi Al Dennstaedtiaceae
FEFEWETG MR Microlepia trichosora Ching =24%% Trilete Wip Al Dennstaedtiaceae fifi % Bk Dennstaedtiaceae
WEBETE B Microlepia tripinnata Ching =245k Trilete Wipk Al Dennstaedtiaceae fifi % Bk Dennstaedtiaceae
BTG B Microlepia villosa (D. Don) Ching =245k Trilete Wip Al Dennstaedtiaceae fifi % Bk Dennstaedtiaceae
ImIEEE SR Microlepia wentongensis B. S. Wang = ZU%% Trilete Wi B} Dennstaedtiaceae Wil %} Dennstaedtiaceae
E BTG B Microlepia x hirtiindusiata P. S. Wang =34%% Trilete Wipk Al Dennstaedtiaceae i % Bk Dennstaedtiaceae
LIS T % Monachosorum elegans Ching =Z4%% Trilete i 7% Monachosoraceae ik F} Dennstaedtiaceae
FEM-F5 7 1% Monachosorum flagellare (Maxim.) Hayata =%k Trilete ¥ Fl Monachosoraceae i F} Dennstaedtiaceae
HEpF5 7 1% Monachosorum flagellare var. nipponicum =% Trilete i 1Bl Monachosoraceae Wi £} Dennstaedtiaceae
(Makino) Tagawa
KH-F&1 % Monachosorum subdigitatum (Blume) Kuhn —24%% Trilete ¥ Fl Monachosoraceae i F} Dennstaedtiaceae
7% Ptilopteris maximowiczii (Baker) Hance = Z45% Trilete Fi 7% F} Monachosoraceae ik Fl Dennstaedtiaceae

ERCRE) 3

B Pteridium aquilinum var. latiusculum (Desv.) Underw. ex A.

Heller

Paesia taiwanensis W. C. Shieh

BZ4%E Monolete

—=Z4%% Trilete

W%} Pteridiaceae
B} Pteridiaceae

ik £l Dennstaedtiaceae
Wi Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

&k Pteridium esculentum (Forst.) Cokayne

W% Pteridium falcatum Ching

E4h% Pteridium revolutum (Blume) Nakai
B¥EWi R Hypolepis alte-gracillima Hayata

KUEEk Hypolepis gigantea Ching

IREWEE% Hypolepis glandulosopilosa H. G. Zhou & Hua Li
W% Hypolepis punctata (Thunb.) Mett. ex Kuhn
FUHAR B Hypolepis robusta W. M. Chu

JEHR Histiopteris incisa (Thunb.) J. Sm.

Xk Acrostichum aureum L.

M- Bk Acrostichum speciosum Willd.

HIFE/K % Ceratopteris pteridoides (Hook.) Hieron.
JKJk Ceratopteris thalictroides (L.) Brongn.

&R Bk Pteris actiniopteroides Christ

ZIFF R Pteris amoena Blume

- K% Pteris angustipinna Tagawa
%Rk Pteris angustipinnula Ching & S. H. Wu
AR Pteris aspericaulis Wall. ex Agardh
iR Bk Pteris aspericaulis var. cuspigera Ching

L R R Pteris aspericaulis var. subindivisa (Clarke) Ching

=X E % Pteris aspericaulis var. tricolor Moore
K Pteris austrosinica (Ching) Ching

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
%% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

BiEl Pteridiaceae
BiEl Pteridiaceae
WAL Pteridiaceae

Wi Al Hypolepidaceae
Wi Al Hypolepidaceae
Wik F Hypolepidaceae
Wi Al Hypolepidaceae
Wi A} Hypolepidaceae
K2 El Pteridaceae
X F} Acrostichaceae
X F} Acrostichaceae
JKBERE} Parkeriaceae
JKERE} Parkeriaceae
RER#RF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EHF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
KR} Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae

Wik Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
ikl Dennstaedtiaceae
Wil Fl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
WipkFl Dennstaedtiaceae
ikl Dennstaedtiaceae
RERRF} Pteridaceae
RERRF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
RER#RF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KRR EL Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
b RJERK Pteris baksaensis Ching — 4% Trilete KRRl Pteridaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
KA RE R Pteris bella Tagawa =218 Trilete KRR Pteridaceae KRR Pteridaceae
BHR R BL Pteris biaurita L. — %45k Trilete KRR Pteridaceae K RRAL Pteridaceae
e R Pteris bomiensis Ching & S. K. Wu =% Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae
S8R R Pteris cadieri Christ —2Z4%% Trilete K2Rk Fl Pteridaceae R LAl Pteridaceae
I R % Pteris cadieri var. hainanensis (Ching) S. H. Wu =% Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae
kXK Pteris confertinervia Ching =% Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae
JEH Rk Pteris crassiuscula Ching & Chu H. Wang =242 Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae

SR JEHk Pteris cretica var. intermedia (Christ) C. Chr.

LR R Bk

Pteris cretica var. laeta (Wall. ex Ettingsh.) C.

Chr. & Tardieu

=24%% Trilete
=245k Trilete

REW AL Pteridaceae
REIEL Pteridaceae

RZIEL Pteridaceae
RZWEL Pteridaceae

Bk R 2Bk Pteris cryptogrammoides Ching —=Z4%% Trilete A EAEL Pteridaceae JJEFRE} Pteridaceae
Fem X% Pteris dactylina Hook. =Z1%% Trilete R EAEL Pteridaceae A EL Pteridaceae
SRR EE Bk Pteris dangiana X. Y. Wang & P. S. Wang =Z4%% Trilete RER#RF} Pteridaceae REAEL Pteridaceae
Z PR Pteris decrescens Christ —24%% Trilete K2k E Pteridaceae K2Rk El Pteridaceae
KWK % Pteris decrescens var. parviloba (Christ) C. Chr. & — —%44% Trilete K2k E Pteridaceae K2Rk E Pteridaceae
Tardieu

H R Pteris deltodon Baker — %% Trilete KM EF} Pteridaceae K EF} Pteridaceae
i 210 Pteris dispar Kunze —Z45% Trilete KEWFE Pteridaceae R AL Pteridaceae
BRI Pteris dissitifolia Baker = Z45% Trilete KW F} Pteridaceae R AL Pteridaceae

S KR Bk
SCH R IR

Pteris ensiformis Burm. f.

Pteris ensiformis var. furcans Ching

=34%% Trilete
=34%% Trilete

Rk
A

#} Pteridaceae

B
W% Bl Pteridaceae

Rk
A

#} Pteridaceae

B
W% Bl Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
/PR Pteris ensiformis var. merrillii (C. Chr.) S. H. Wu  —%4%% Trilete RJERE Pteridaceae RJERE Pteridaceae
PP R % Pteris ensiformis var. victoriae Baker —Z45% Trilete RJERE Pteridaceae RJERE Pteridaceae
FE R Bk Pteris esquirolii Christ =428 Trilete KRB A Pteridaceae KRB AL Pteridaceae
JIA R Pteris esquirolii var. muricatula (Ching) Ching & — —%4%4% Trilete KB EL Pteridaceae KB EL Pteridaceae
S.H.Wu
RILRA SRR Pteris excelsa Gaud. —54%% Trilete K2Rk F Pteridaceae RJ2RkE Pteridaceae
Ap R % Pteris excelsa var. inaequalis (Baker) S. H. Wu =% Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae
i RE K Pteris fauriei Hieron. —24%% Trilete K2k Fl Pteridaceae RJ2kFl Pteridaceae
Hil X E Bk Pteris fauriei var. chinensis Ching & S. H. Wu —Z1% Trilete KRR F Pteridaceae RERRF} Pteridaceae
Hi A 2R Pteris finotii Christ =244 Trilete K2R E Pteridaceae KR FL Pteridaceae
LR R% Pteris formosana Baker =244 Trilete K2R E Pteridaceae KR FL Pteridaceae
X9 TUXE % Pteris gallinopes Ching =Z4%% Trilete AR EL Pteridaceae KRR El Pteridaceae
4155 X JZ % Pteris gracillima Ching & S. K. Wu —Z4% Trilete RER#RF} Pteridaceae KRR F Pteridaceae
MR MK Pteris grevilleana Wall. ex Agardh =Z4%% Trilete RER#RF} Pteridaceae REAEL Pteridaceae
FIBEJA R Pteris grevilleana var. ornata Alderw. =%k Trilete HJB A Pteridaceae HJBJE Pteridaceae
J"#Z K2R Pteris guangdongensis Ching — 244 Trilete K2k E Pteridaceae K2Rk E Pteridaceae
SM R K Pteris guizhouensis Ching =% Trilete RERF} Pteridaceae RERRF} Pteridaceae
et U B% Pteris henryi Christ —Z4%% Trilete KRRl Pteridaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
KRR Pteris heteromorpha Fée = Z4%% Trilete KRRl Pteridaceae KB Fl Pteridaceae
BHICRUE R Pteris hui Ching =% Trilete KRB Fl Pteridaceae KR F Pteridaceae
44 X% Pteris insignis Mett. ex Kuhn =34%% Trilete A JEEL Pteridaceae KB EL Pteridaceae
WP R Pteris kidoi Sa. Kurata =42 Trilete KRB Pteridaceae HJEHE Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

SRR BL Pteris kiuschiuensis Hieron. %% Trilete K F} Pteridaceae K F} Pteridaceae

R 2% Pteris kiuschiuensis var. centrochinensis Ching & ~ —%4%4% Trilete RJERE Pteridaceae RJERE Pteridaceae
S.H. Wu

oSk R % Pteris laurisilvicola Sa. Kurata %45k Trilete REWAL Pteridaceae REBAL Pteridaceae
R Pteris liboensis P. S. Wang —2Z4%% Trilete KRB EL Pteridaceae KB EL Pteridaceae
P2 R% Pteris linearis Poir. =% Trilete K2Rk F Pteridaceae RJ2RkE Pteridaceae
— 4R Pteris longipes D. Don —24%% Trilete KB HEL Pteridaceae KRB EL Pteridaceae
KR Pteris longipinna Hayata %45k Trilete REWF} Pteridaceae REWF} Pteridaceae
3R R Pteris longipinnula Wall. ex Agardh — 5% Trilete K2} Pteridaceae K2 F Pteridaceae
W R Pteris maclurei Ching — 5% Trilete K2 Pteridaceae K2 F} Pteridaceae
W B R R Pteris maclurioides Ching — 5% Trilete K2} Pteridaceae K2 F} Pteridaceae
S E L Pteris medogensis Ching & S. K. Wu =34%% Trilete KR EL Pteridaceae RER#RF} Pteridaceae
IiFg KBk Pteris morii Masam. =445 Trilete KR EL Pteridaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
FEELREBL Pteris multifida Poir. —Z45% Trilete HJERRE Pteridaceae KW F} Pteridaceae
HAK )% Pteris nipponica W. C. Shieh —24%% Trilete KRB EL Pteridaceae KRB EL Pteridaceae
JLVE R R% Pteris obtusiloba Ching & S. H. Wu =% Trilete KB E Pteridaceae KB E Pteridaceae
P R Pteris occidentalisinica Ching —24%% Trilete KRB EL Pteridaceae KRB EL Pteridaceae
FEPRE B Pteris oshimensis Hieron. —24%% Trilete KRB EL Pteridaceae K2Rk E Pteridaceae
&3k R BBk Pteris oshimensis var. paraemeiensis Ching =5k Trilete R E Bkl Pteridaceae R E ikl Pteridaceae
FisP) 2 % Pteris paucipinnula X. Y. Wang & P. S. Wang =% Trilete KRB Fl Pteridaceae KB El Pteridaceae
ZEWIKE % Pteris plumbea Christ —Z4%% Trilete REJRF} Pteridaceae REJRF} Pteridaceae
RFER B Pteris pseudodactylina Ching & S. K. Wu —Z4%% Trilete REJRF} Pteridaceae REJRF} Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
K2R Pteris pseudopellucida Ching = Z4%% Trilete KRRl Pteridaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
FZEBRJEH Pteris puberula Ching =218 Trilete KRR Pteridaceae KRR Pteridaceae
Jit R Pteris quadristipitis X. Y. Wang & P. S. Wang —54%% Trilete KB BE} Pteridaceae K JZBE} Pteridaceae
i RJE K Pteris quinquefoliata (Copel.) Ching =% Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae
2L R JE M Pteris rufopilosa Ching & Y. X. Lin =242 Trilete RERkF} Pteridaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae
FER K% Pteris ryukyuensis Tagawa —24%% Trilete KB EL Pteridaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
—#BRJE R Pteris sanduensis X. Y. Wang & P. S. Wang —24%% Trilete KB HEL Pteridaceae KRB EL Pteridaceae
ZLH5 R 2% Pteris scabristipes Tagawa —Z4%% Trilete KRR} Pteridaceae KRR A} Pteridaceae

i4jgE Pteris semipinnata L.

=24%% Trilete

REW AL Pteridaceae

RZIEL Pteridaceae

HHI| R Pteris setulosocostulata Hayata —ZL% Trilete KR F Pteridaceae RERRF} Pteridaceae
£ X % Pteris shimianensis H. S. Kung =24%% Trilete AR EL Pteridaceae KR FL Pteridaceae
JUJIR 2Bk Pteris sichuanensis H. S. Kung =Z4%% Trilete RERRF} Pteridaceae REAEL Pteridaceae
rRAERE % Pteris sinensis Ching —Z1% Trilete RER#RF} Pteridaceae KRR F Pteridaceae
B X BR Pteris splendida Ching —Z1% Trilete RER#RF} Pteridaceae KRR F Pteridaceae
4P R % Pteris splendida var. longlinensis Ching & S. H. —24%% Trilete KRB EL Pteridaceae KRB EL Pteridaceae
Wu

PP HE % Pteris stenophylla Wall. ex Hook. & Grev. —Z4%% Trilete KRRl Pteridaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
B R Pteris subquinata Wall. ex Agardh =% Trilete RERF} Pteridaceae RERRF} Pteridaceae
5 R JZ Rk Pteris taiwanensis Ching =Z4%% Trilete R E Bkl Pteridaceae KR REl Pteridaceae
A Bk Pteris tibetica Ching =R44% Trilete R E Bkl Pteridaceae KR F Pteridaceae
= XA Pteris tripartita Sw. =42 Trilete KRB Pteridaceae HJEHE Pteridaceae
P KU % Pteris undulatipinna Ching =34%% Trilete A JEEL Pteridaceae KB EL Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

JUEE XU R Pteris venusta Kunze

x4 R BR Pteris viridissima Ching

IRWARL Pteris vittata L.

X456 K2k Pteris vittata f. cristata Ching

Pig KR Pteris wallichiana Agardh

[k X2 Bk Pteris wallichiana var. obtusa S. H. Wu
=R Pteris wallichiana var. yunnanensis (Christ) Ching
&S.H. Wu

Hiflh R FE % Pteris wangiana Ching

Bk KBk Pteris < wulaiensis C. M. Kuo

V4lER Bk Pteris xichouensis W. M. Chu & Z. R. He

Yrif % Taenitis blechnoides (Willd.) Sw.

HEZ% - Anogramma leptophylla (L.) Link

3% Anogramma microphylla (Hook.) Diels

A3t R Y Bk Coniogramme affinis Hieron.

JEYAY % Coniogramme caudiformis Ching & K. H. Shing
Ik JE XY Bk Coniogramme emeiensis Ching & K. H. Shing
BRI XY % Coniogramme falcipinna Ching & K. H. Shing
B R 5
BERY R

WE MY % Coniogramme intermedia Hieron.

Coniogramme fauriei Hieron.
Coniogramme fraxinea (D. Don) Fé ex Diels

JGEMY % Coniogramme intermedia var. glabra Ching

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete

4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

=Z4%% Trilete

KW F} Pteridaceae
RERRF Pteridaceae
KRR Pteridaceae
REMAL Pteridaceae
REMAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REMAL Pteridaceae

KW F} Pteridaceae

K EHF} Pteridaceae

K EWF} Pteridaceae
PInFBRAl Taenitidaceae
BRF 3% El Hemionitidaceae
RF 3% El Hemionitidaceae
IR EF Hemionitidaceae
IR EF Hemionitidaceae
PR EL Hemionitidaceae
PR EF Hemionitidaceae
PR Hemionitidaceae
7 A Hemionitidaceae
By
By

BBl Hemionitidaceae
BBl Hemionitidaceae

RERF Pteridaceae
RERRF Pteridaceae
K RRAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae

KW F} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KRR EL Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

R B Coniogramme japonica (Thunb.) Diels

FXILRA Y & Coniogramme jinggangshanensis Ching & K. H.

Shing

R Y Bk
YHRI ALY Bk
DY Bk
HAMRY Bk
BT Bk
PRARY BR
ErRAHRT Bk

H. Shing

ST R

H. Shing

FLSRPAT Bk
AT R
TRYE Y Bk
ETNE
BT R
SRIAY Bk
LR R Bk
NIVG B RRIK
HP BRIk

Coniogramme macrophylla (Blume) Hieron.
Coniogramme ovata S. K. Wu ex K. H. Shing
Coniogramme petelotii Tardieu

Coniogramme procera Fé&

Coniogramme pubescens Hieron.

Coniogramme robusta Christ

Coniogramme robusta var. rependula Ching ex K.

Coniogramme robusta var. splendens Ching ex K.

Coniogramme rosthornii Hieron.

Coniogramme rubicaulis Ching ex K. H. Shing
Coniogramme serrulata (Blume) Fee
Coniogramme sinensis Ching

Coniogramme suprapilosa Ching

Coniogramme venusta Ching ex K. H. Shing
Coniogramme wilsonii Hieron.

Paragymnopteris bipinnata (Christ) K. H. Shing
Paragymnopteris bipinnata var. auriculata

=28k Trilete
=% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete

=34%% Trilete

— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

=Z4%% Trilete

BEPHR Hemionitidaceae
BEPHE Hemionitidaceae

R FL Hemionitidaceae
R FL Hemionitidaceae
7 FL Hemionitidaceae
7 FF Hemionitidaceae
R FL Hemionitidaceae
7% Fl Hemionitidaceae
7% Fl Hemionitidaceae

BB Hemionitidaceae

RF 3% El Hemionitidaceae
IR EF Hemionitidaceae
IR EF Hemionitidaceae
PR EL Hemionitidaceae
PR EF Hemionitidaceae
YA Hemionitidaceae
7 A Hemionitidaceae
By
By

BBl Hemionitidaceae
BBl Hemionitidaceae

KRB F} Pteridaceae
KRB F} Pteridaceae

REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
KW F} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae

A ZI L Pteridaceae

AL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae
KRR Pteridaceae
KR FL Pteridaceae
K2 El Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

(Franch.) K. H. Shing

VEVG 4 B4R Paragymnopteris delavayi (Baker) K. H. Shing
BRI 4 sk
a4 B4R % Paragymnopteris marantae var. intermedia
(Ching) K. H. Shing

Paragymnopteris marantae (L.) K. H. Shing

—f14FEHB Paragymnopteris sargentii (Christ) K. H. Shing
GFEHK Paragymnopteris vestita (Wall. ex C. Presl) K. H.
shing

HIPETE Bk Parahemionitis cordata (Roxb. ex Hook. & Grev.)
Fraser-Jenk.

FrH Bk Pityrogramme calomelanos (L.) Link

HiK 5 Bk Aleuritopteris albomarginata (C. B. Clarke) Ching
¥iis Bk Aleuritopteris anceps (Blanford) Panigrahi

A Bk Aleuritopteris argentea (Gmel.) Fé&

BEVERy TS Bk Aleuritopteris argentea var. obscura (Christ) Ching
¥ Bk Aleuritopteris chrysophylla (Hook.) Ching
MK TS % Aleuritopteris dalhousieae (Hook.) Ching

T T % Aleuritopteris doniana S. K. Wu

HTE)K Bk Aleuritopteris dubia (C. Hope) Ching
BBy 3% Aleuritopteris duclouxii (Christ) Ching
AT 15 % Aleuritopteris duclouxii var. sulphurea Ching

FLEK T Aleuritopteris duthiei (Baker) Ching

=% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete

=24%% Trilete

%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

=Z4%% Trilete

BEPHE Hemionitidaceae
BT Hemionitidaceae
PR BF Hemionitidaceae

PR BF Hemionitidaceae
PR HF Hemionitidaceae

BEPHR Hemionitidaceae

7% Fl Hemionitidaceae
HhE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
WP E R} Sinopteridaceae
rhE R} Sinopteridaceae
v

Bk
o

A} Sinopteridaceae
A} Sinopteridaceae

RERF Pteridaceae
KB WAL Pteridaceae
KRR A} Pteridaceae

KRR A} Pteridaceae
KRR A} Pteridaceae

RZIEL Pteridaceae

K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KRR EL Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

K TS BL Aleuritopteris ebenipes X. C. Zhang

EV5FIY % Aleuritopteris formosana (Hayata) Tagawa
BT TS Bk Aleuritopteris gongshanensis G. M. Zhang

W @k IS K Aleuritopteris grisea (Blanford) Panigrahi

SRR % Aleuritopteris krameri (Franch. & Sav.) Ching
HEJLRY TS BL Aleuritopteris kuhnii (Milde) Ching

PRYI R % Aleuritopteris likiangensis Ching ex S. K. Wu
TSR Aleuritopteris niphobola (C. Chr.) Ching

TRy IR 5 BR Aleuritopteris niphobola var. concolor Ching
k5 Bk Aleuritopteris pygmaea Ching ex S. K. Wu

EAFEM S % Aleuritopteris gianguiensis W. M. Chu et H. G.
Zhou
HE R
BRI T Aleuritopteris rufa (D. Don) Ching

FHlE K15 % Aleuritopteris sichouensis Ching & S. K. Wu
KUK B Aleuritopteris speciosa Ching & S. K. Wu

%ﬂﬁ’ 5Bk Aleuritopteris squamosa (C. Hope & C. H. Wright)

& Aleuritopteris rosulata (C. Chr.) Ching
db
1

HEHM T Aleuritopteris subvillosa (Hook.) Ching

P 75 3% Aleuritopteris subvillosa var. tibetica (Ching & S.
K. Wu) H. S. Kung

WESPIRY T % Aleuritopteris tamburii (Hook.) Ching

%% Trilete
4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—5% Trilete
—5% Trilete
—35% Trilete
—35% Trilete
—5% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete

— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—=5% Trilete
—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete

= 242% Trilete
=242 Trilete

=34%% Trilete

HiE A} Sinopteridaceae
HiE A} Sinopteridaceae
HHE BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae

thE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W B RE Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae

[

WP E R} Sinopteridaceae
rhE R} Sinopteridaceae

[

HiE B FL Sinopteridaceae

KW F} Pteridaceae
K F} Pteridaceae
K RRAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
KW F} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae

RJEHRFL Pteridaceae
AL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae
KRB EL Pteridaceae

K F} Pteridaceae
KR} Pteridaceae

KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

& JTUK SR Aleuritopteris veitchii (Christ) Ching

MEZEFR TS B Aleuritopteris yalungensis H. S. Kung
Ik Cheilosoria belangeri (Bory) Ching & K. H. Shing
BHHEK IR Cheilosoria chusana (Hook.) Ching & K. H. Shing
iK% Cheilosoria fragilis (Hook.) Ching & K. H. Shing
KFEREK B Cheilosoria hancockii (Baker) Ching & K. H.
Shing

I K % Cheilosoria insignis (Ching) Ching & K. H. Shing

WEK IR Cheilosoria mysurensis (Wall. ex Hook.) Ching & K. H.

Shing

SEPIREK L Cheilosoria patula (Baker) P. S. Wang
HIHREK B Cheilosoria tenuifolia (Burm. f.) Trev.

m BBk Cryptogramma brunoniana Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.
BRPEEK% Cryptogramma brunoniana var. sinensis (Christ) G.
M. Zhang

Fis- Bk % Cryptogramma stelleri (Gmel.) Prantl

PR Doryopteris concolor (Langsd. & Fisch.) Kuhn
EizﬂJrfu B Doryopteris ludens (Wall. ex Hook.) J. Sm.
rHAERSEE R Notholaena chinensis Baker

KaZEpk Notholaena hirsuta (Poir.) Desv.

Ber4= k3%  Onychium angustifolium Ching

HE 4 Bk Onychium contiguum C. Hope

%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete

—Z4%% Trilete
=24%% Trilete

%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
— %% Trilete
=Z4%% Trilete

=Z4%% Trilete

HiE A} Sinopteridaceae
HiE A} Sinopteridaceae
HHE BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae

W BB Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae

HiE R} Sinopteridaceae
HhE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae

W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
WP E R} Sinopteridaceae
rhE R} Sinopteridaceae
Hh ]k

Bk
o

A} Sinopteridaceae
A} Sinopteridaceae

RERRF Pteridaceae
RERRF Pteridaceae
K RRAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae

KRR A} Pteridaceae
RZIEL Pteridaceae

K2R E Pteridaceae
HJ2RRE Pteridaceae
HJERRE Pteridaceae
HJ2RRE Pteridaceae

K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KRR EL Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FIBIT 42K B Onychium dulongjiangenseW. M. Chu

4F3 % Onychium intermedia (Desv.) C. Chr.

P HER 48 B Onychium japonicum (Thunb.) Kunze
T4 % Onychium japonicum var. lucidum (D. Don) Christ

ARIEEHK Onychium moupinense Ching

WE4#1B% Onychium moupinense var. ipii  (Ching) K. H.

Shing
P4k % Onychium plumosum Ching
4 ¥y % Onychium siliculosum (Desv.) C. Chr.
TliEE 4Ky Bk Onychium tenuifrons Ching

VU3 4K} % Onychium tibeticum Ching & S. K. Wu

VUJIEH% Pellaea connectens C. Chr.

— Pk Pellaea hastata (Thunb.) Prantl
VYRR Pellaea mairei Brause

% Pellaea nitidula (Hook.) Baker

HE SR Pellaea patula (Baker) Ching
K25 Bk Pellaea paupercula (Christ) Ching
PiEs % Pellaea smithii C. Chr.

AFFE B Pellaea straminea Ching
PR % Pellaea straminea var. tibetica Ching
EF Bk Pellaea trichophylla (Baker) Ching
=SB Pellaea yunnanensis Ching

%% Trilete
4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete

—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

HiE A} Sinopteridaceae
HiE A} Sinopteridaceae
HHE BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae

W BB Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae
HiE R} Sinopteridaceae
HhE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae
thE %% Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
W BB Sinopteridaceae
WP E R} Sinopteridaceae
rhE R} Sinopteridaceae
Hh ]k

Bk
o

A} Sinopteridaceae
A} Sinopteridaceae

RERRF Pteridaceae
RERRF Pteridaceae
K RRAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae

REBAL Pteridaceae
KW F} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
KRR EL Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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Ykt R ]

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

/N [E % Sinopteris albofusca (Baker) Ching = Z4%% Trilete T B R Sinopteridaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
FRE % Sinopteris grevilleoides (Christ) C. Chr. & Ching 2% Trilete HRE %Al Sinopteridaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
BB Adiantum bonatianum Brause =% Trilete BRE AL Adiantaceae KA EHFL Pteridaceae
Tk Z % Adiantum bonatianum var. subaristatum Ching =% Trilete BREE AL Adiantaceae HJBHE Pteridaceae
5 4k £k Bk Adiantum breviserratum (Ching) Ching & Y. X. —Z4%% Trilete BREG Rl Adiantaceae REBAL Pteridaceae
Lin

H13b 4k Adiantum capillus-junonis Rupr. =% Trilete BRE AL Adiantaceae KB Al Pteridaceae
PRek B Adiantum capillus-veneris L. —Z4%% Trilete BREZ ARl Adiantaceae R HF} Pteridaceae

5482k ik Adiantum capillus-veneris f. dissectum (Mart. &
Galeot.) Ching
Bk % Adiantum caudatum L.

=24%% Trilete

=245k Trilete

B2kl Adiantaceae

B2kl Adiantaceae

RZIEL Pteridaceae

RZWEL Pteridaceae

JEYLEkZ % Adiantum chienii Ching =4%% Trilete BREL AL Adiantaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
ki ik Adiantum davidii Franch. =445 Trilete LGB Adiantaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
K2k % Adiantum davidii var. longispinum Ching =425 Trilete Bek Rkl Adiantaceae RER#RF} Pteridaceae
KB % Adiantum diaphanum Blume —24%% Trilete PRl Adiantaceae KRB EL Pteridaceae
H 2Rk 2% Adiantum edentulum Christ —24%% Trilete BRI Adiantaceae K2Rk E Pteridaceae
IR % Adiantum edentulum f. muticum (Ching) Y. X. Lin ~ =2%4%% Trilete Bk kRl Adiantaceae RERRF} Pteridaceae
Bk Adiantum edentulum f. refractum (Christ) Y. X. Lin — 244 Trilete Rk Bl Adiantaceae 2Rk El Pteridaceae
Wl B2k % Adiantum edgeworthii Hook. —=24%% Trilete BRE AL Adiantaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
W ok 4k % Adiantum erythrochlamys Diels = Z45% Trilete ek ikl Adiantaceae R AL Pteridaceae
Rk %k Adiantum fengianum Ching =34%% Trilete Bk Al Adiantaceae KB EL Pteridaceae
K4 Adiantum fimbriatum Christ —%45% Trilete BReG R Adiantaceae HJEHE Pteridaceae
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Yol

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Btk ik Adiantum fimbriatum var. shensiense (Ching)
Ching & Y. X. Lin
k28 % Adiantum flabellulatum L.
W2 % Adiantum formosanum Tagawa
Lk Adiantum gravesii Hance
L% Adiantum induratum Christ
fEE k4% Adiantum juxtapositum Ching
EALL K Adiantum lianxianense Ching & Y. X. Lin
2k 2 5% Adiantum malesianum Ghatak
/NERZE R Adiantum mariesii Baker
FERRLE R Adiantum menglianense Y. Y. Qian
HE LR Adiantum monochlamys D. C. Eaton
KB Adiantum myriosorum Baker
HIFERZE R Adiantum pedatum L.
- H B4 Adiantum philippense L.
Bk % Adiantum pubescens Schkuhr
faf -8k Bk Adiantum reniforme var. sinense Y. X. Lin
Bl a2k 2k % Adiantum roborowskii Maxim.
Ik 5 2k £k % Adiantum roborowskii f. faberi (Baker) Y. X. Lin
BV ENLERZ % Adiantum roborowskii var. taiwanianum
(Tagawa) W. C. Shieh
Wik Bk Adiantum sinicum Ching

=28k Trilete

—54%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
—Z4%% Trilete
— %% Trilete
—44% Trilete
—Z44% Trilete
4% Trilete
4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
—54%% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete

=34%% Trilete

PREG AL Adiantaceae

PREG Rl Adiantaceae
PRk Bl Adiantaceae
PRk kL Adiantaceae
PRkl Adiantaceae
PRkl Adiantaceae
PRk Bl Adiantaceae
BRIk Fl Adiantaceae
BRIk Fl Adiantaceae
BRIk Fl Adiantaceae
BREEBRABL Adiantaceae
BREZBRABL Adiantaceae
BREEBRABL Adiantaceae
PR Bl Adiantaceae
PR Bl Adiantaceae
PR Bl Adiantaceae
PR Bl Adiantaceae
Bk ikl Adiantaceae
Bk ikl Adiantaceae

BRE AL Adiantaceae

REE Pteridaceae

KRR Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
KW F} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
K EWF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
R E ikl Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae

REFFE Pteridaceae
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Y Ff (O St R4 Family (1
Species Spore apertures styles £1,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

WL % Adiantum soboliferum Wall. ex Hook. %% Trilete PRkl Adiantaceae K F} Pteridaceae
YUk 4k 7% Adiantum tibeticum Ching = Z4%% Trilete BRE R AL Adiantaceae KR Al Pteridaceae
M-k 2% Adiantum venustum D. Don =% Trilete BRE AL Adiantaceae KA EHFL Pteridaceae
Bl k2% Adiantum venustum var. wuliangense Ching & Y. —Z4%% Trilete PRE AL Adiantaceae KRRl Pteridaceae
X. Lin

FEM-ZEHT % Antrophyum callifolium Blume 244 Trilete ZEHTREL Antrophyaceae RJ2RkE Pteridaceae
FEEZERTRL Antrophyum castaneum H. Ito 244 Trilete ZEHTREL Antrophyaceae K2k F Pteridaceae
HHZERT R Antrophyum coriaceum (D. Don) Wall. ex T. =242 Trilete ERTEREL Antrophyaceae RERkF} Pteridaceae

Moore
EVEZERT K Antrophyum formosanum Hieron.
ZEHT Bk Antrophyum henryi Hieron.

=245k Trilete
=245k Trilete

ZEHT AL Antrophyaceae
ZEHT AL Antrophyaceae

RZWEL Pteridaceae
RZWEL Pteridaceae

KANZERT % Antrophyum obovatum Baker =4%% Trilete ZEHTBREL Antrophyaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
TeARZERT % Antrophyum parvulum Blume =24%% Trilete ZEHTBREL Antrophyaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
2 U5ZERT % Antrophyum sessilifolium (Cav.) Spreng. =4%% Trilete ZETTREL Antrophyaceae AR EL Pteridaceae
PRI % Antrophyum vittarioides Baker — 244 Trilete EHTREL Antrophyaceae K2Rk El Pteridaceae

Si-Bafi Bk Haplopteris amboinensis (Fé) X. C. Zhang
W54k Haplopteris anguste-elongata (Hayata) E. H. Crane

AR % Haplopteris doniana (Mett. ex Hieron.) E. H. Crane

JE1L 454 Bk Haplopteris elongata (Sw.) E. H. Crane.
P57k Haplopteris flexuosa (Fé) E. H. Crane.
SRR % Haplopteris fudzinoi (Makino) E. H. Crane.

R 1A% Haplopteris hainanensis (C. Chr. ex Ching) E. H.

HiZLZE Monolete

PRl Vittariaceae

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

Py Al Vittariaceae
Py AL Vittariaceae
P EREL Vittariaceae
P EREL Vittariaceae
4 %l Vittariaceae

Gitd
FA Al Vittariaceae

K EF} Pteridaceae
KM EF} Pteridaceae
K EF} Pteridaceae
K F} Pteridaceae
R E Bkl Pteridaceae
HJEHE Pteridaceae

B
KRB Pteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Crane

ORI Haplopteris himalayensis (Ching) E. H. Crane

2547 % Haplopteris linearifolia (Ching) X. C. Zhang
HhEE1A R Haplopteris mediosora (Hayata) X. C. Zhang

il %1547 5% Haplopteris plurisulcata (Ching) X. C. Zhang
¥4 Haplopteris sikkimensis (Kuhn) E. H. Crane

] M54 Bk Haplopteris taeniophylla (Copel.) E. H. Crane.
E—44 5 Monogramma paradoxa (Fé&) Bedd.

£ % Vaginularia trichoidea Fé&

st Bk Acystopteris japonica (Luerss.) Nakai

BT SL R Acystopteris taiwaniana (Tagawa) L. Love & D.
Love

RFFEEHR Acystopteris tenuisecta (Blume) Tagawa
&% Cystoathyrium chinense Ching

44k Cystopteris dickieana Sim

A Bk Cystopteris fragilis (L.) Bernh.

BEMYA L Cystopteris guizhouensis X. Y. Wang & P. S. Wang
P4 ¥ % Cystopteris kansuana C. Chr.

A& Bk Cystopteris modesta Ching

= 1IYA % Cystopteris montana (Lam.) Bernh. ex Desv.

F VA Cystopteris moupinensis Franch.,

JE ¥4 Cystopteris pellucida (Franch.) Ching ex C. Chr.

FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
—5% Trilete

4% Trilete

HLZ4%% Monolete
HL.Z4%% Monolete

15448 Monolete
15448 Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

TR Vittariaceae
Ty Al Vittariaceae
Ty Al Vittariaceae
Ty Al Vittariaceae
Ty Al Vittariaceae
Ty Al Vittariaceae
Ty Al Vittariaceae
TR Vittariaceae
B T Rl Athyriaceae
Fi S5 kL Athyriaceae

B Rl Athyriaceae
B Rl Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
o5 W EL Athyriaceae
i w5 BB Athyriaceae
i w5 B Athyriaceae
I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae
I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae

RERRF Pteridaceae
K RRAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REMAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
REBAL Pteridaceae
RERRF} Pteridaceae
A IREL Cystopteridaceae
A BBl Cystopteridaceae

;[

ARREL Cystopteridaceae
ARREL Cystopteridaceae
Al Cystopteridaceae
AW EL Cystopteridaceae
%y
AW EL Cystopteridaceae

%Al Cystopteridaceae

E%QQE‘?[E

=

ARl Cystopteridaceae

=

Al Cystopteridaceae

5

¥ IkEL Cystopteridaceae

5

¥ IkEL Cystopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

WA Bk Cystopteris sudetica A. Braun & Milde

JERYA TR Cystopterls tibetica Z. R. Wang

RKYHPI 5 3% Gymnocarpium dryopteris (L.) Newman
ZRIFPIFT B Gymnocarpium oyamense (Baker) Ching
PIFk% Gymnocarpium remote-pinnatum (Hayata) Ching
P B Gymnocarpium robertianum (Hoffm.) Newman
Bl HL 1Lk f % Asplenium adiantifrons (Hayata) Ching
FIHER A% Asplenium adiantoides (L.) C. Chr.
Bk Asplenium adiantum-nigrum var. yuanum (Ching)
Ching

A B0 Asplenium adnatum Copel.

Lk f %k Asplenium aitchisonii Fraser-Jenk. & Reichstein
1 BEL AR Asplenium alatulum Ching

B IR Z& 8k M % Asplenium altajense (Kom.) Grubov
TCEC 2k fA % Asplenium apogamum N. Murak. & Hatan.
Bk A% Asplenium argutum Ching

Mgk A1 % Asplenium asterolepis Ching

HERgEk A% Asplenium austrochinense Ching
R A BR Asplenium barkamense Ching

7k Bk Asplenium belangeri (Bory) Kunze

b8 A% Asplenium borealichinense Ching & S. H. Wu
K50k Asplenium bullatum Wall. ex Mett.

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

4% Monolete
4% Monolete
4% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

B % &l Athyriaceae
i i B RE Athyriaceae
i Z B RL Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
B o R Athyriaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
kR Aspleniaceae
R A

Bk
il

Al Aspleniaceae
Al Aspleniaceae

%Rl Cystopteridaceae
%Al Cystopteridaceae
A BBl Cystopteridaceae
AW EL Cystopteridaceae
AW EL Cystopteridaceae
AW EL Cystopteridaceae
BRMBARL Aspleniaceae
BRARL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae

BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
kR Aspleniaceae
TR A

Bk
il

&l Aspleniaceae
&l Aspleniaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

Species

Spore apertures styles

£,1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

L% Asplenium capillipes Makino LE%1%% Monolete BRABREL Aspleniaceae kR Aspleniaceae
sk A% Asplenium changputungense Ching %% Monolete B AL Aspleniaceae kR Aspleniaceae
W SRk A % Asplenium cheilosorum Kunze ex Mett. FLZ44% Monolete B EL Aspleniaceae BRAAL Aspleniaceae
440 % Asplenium chengkouense Ching ex H. S. Kung i%4%% Monolete BA R EL Aspleniaceae BA R EL Aspleniaceae
£ 244040 Asplenium coenobiale Hance i%4%% Monolete BA R EL Aspleniaceae BRABEL Aspleniaceae
FHALER % Asplenium consimile Ching ex S. H. Wu 1%4%% Monolete BRA R EL Aspleniaceae BRABEL Aspleniaceae
F4h 0% Asplenium crinicaule Hance i%4%% Monolete BA R EL Aspleniaceae BRABEL Aspleniaceae
1952k 41 % Asplenium cuneatiforme Christ i%4%% Monolete BA R EL Aspleniaceae BRABEL Aspleniaceae

TEAR RS IR

Asplenium degenense Ching

MBI f R Asplenium dulongjiangense Y. F. Deng

BLZL%% Monolete
BLZL%% Monolete

BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

AR Asplenium duplicatoserratum Ching ex S. H. Wu %% Monolete B MmAl Aspleniaceae B MmAl Aspleniaceae
Sk M 5% Asplenium ensiforme Wall. ex Hook. & Grev. BZU%E Monolete B BREL Aspleniaceae B AL Aspleniaceae
2Rk 3% Asplenium ensiforme f. stenophyllum (Bedd.) Ching  £1.%44% Monolete YAl Aspleniaceae B EL Aspleniaceae

YL A% Asplenium excisum C. Presl BZ1%% Monolete A EL Aspleniaceae BB R Aspleniaceae
W2k M 5% Asplenium falcatum Lam. %448 Monolete B EL Aspleniaceae B EL Aspleniaceae
SR % Asplenium filipes Copel. H1.244% Monolete Akl Aspleniaceae A EL Aspleniaceae
W4 fikk 1 % Asplenium finlaysonianum Wall. ex Hook. HZ4%% Monolete Akl Aspleniaceae A EL Aspleniaceae
FEk A % Asplenium formosae Christ %448 Monolete B EL Aspleniaceae B EL Aspleniaceae
BBk A% Asplenium furfuraceum Ching BLZL%% Monolete R RL Aspleniaceae kMR Aspleniaceae
KA % Asplenium fuscipes Baker HZ44% Monolete PSR FE Aspleniaceae BA kL Aspleniaceae
RRAE A% Asplenium glanduliserrulatum Chingex S. H. Wu  51.244% Monolete SR FL Aspleniaceae PSR FL Aspleniaceae
JEFEk A Bk Asplenium griffithianum Hook. H.Z44% Monolete AL Aspleniaceae PSR FL Aspleniaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

Species

Spore apertures styles

£,1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

WLk M % Asplenium gueinzianum Mett. ex Kuhn HZL%% Monolete AL Aspleniaceae PAMHAL Aspleniaceae
W2k M % Asplenium hainanense Ching HLZL%% Monolete AL Aspleniaceae P HAL Aspleniaceae
WLk % Asplenium hebeiense Ching & S. H. Wu HiZ4%% Monolete B ABAL Aspleniaceae P ABAL Aspleniaceae
314 ff % Asplenium humistratum Ching ex H. S. Kung Z4%% Monolete P ARl Aspleniaceae BRABEL Aspleniaceae
PEREL SR Asplenium incisum Thunb. Z4%% Monolete B ABAL Aspleniaceae BRABAFL Aspleniaceae
BtBHEkff % Asplenium interjectum Christ HL5%4%% Monolete BB Aspleniaceae LA FL Aspleniaceae
R €80 % Asplenium kangdingense Ching & H. S. Kung HL%4%% Monolete B BARL Aspleniaceae LA FL Aspleniaceae
TLI5EkfA % Asplenium kiangsuense Ching ex Y. X. Jing Z4%% Monolete B ARl Aspleniaceae BRABEL Aspleniaceae

I IR Mk Asplenium kukkonenii Viane & Reichstein

BLZL%% Monolete

BB R Aspleniaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae

134k fa % Asplenium laui Ching BLZL%% Monolete kR Aspleniaceae Akl Aspleniaceae
ISR Asplenium leiboense Ching %% Monolete Bkl Aspleniaceae B MmAl Aspleniaceae
42k 1 % Asplenium lobulatum Mett. ex Kuhn BZU%E Monolete B BREL Aspleniaceae B AL Aspleniaceae
AR fA % Asplenium loriceum Christ BZU%E Monolete B BRFEL Aspleniaceae B EL Aspleniaceae

VLA % Asplenium loxogrammoides Christ BZ1%% Monolete A EL Aspleniaceae BB R Aspleniaceae
258K A% Asplenium matsumurae Christ ex Matsum. HZ44% Monolete LA FL Aspleniaceae A EL Aspleniaceae
VE Tk M % Asplenium microtum Maxon %448 Monolete B EL Aspleniaceae B EL Aspleniaceae
FXLk A% Asplenium moupinense Franch. BLZL%% Monolete YA Aspleniaceae YA Aspleniaceae
KPS % Asplenium neolaserpitiifolium Tardieu & Ching H1.244% Monolete A EL Aspleniaceae A EL Aspleniaceae
2 P8k Asplenium neomultijugum Ching ex S. H. Wu BLZL%% Monolete Al Aspleniaceae kMR Aspleniaceae
HEAEL A% Asplenium neovarians Ching HZ44% Monolete BA kL Aspleniaceae BA kL Aspleniaceae
PUdbkfA Bk Asplenium nesii Christ HL.Z44% Monolete AL Aspleniaceae PSR FL Aspleniaceae
B8 A% Asplenium normale D. Don H.Z44% Monolete AL Aspleniaceae PSR FL Aspleniaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

Species

Spore apertures styles

£,1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

SRRk % Asplenium obscurum Blume

A A% Asplenium oldhami Hance

/DA% Asplenium paucijugum Ching

Jbatik % Asplenium pekinense Hance

Bk A% Asplenium pellucidum Lam.

VU RGk ff % Asplenium praemorsum Sw.

K% Asplenium prolongatum Hook.

P EE2k A% Asplenium propinquum Ching

VO ERER Mk Asplenium pseudofontanum Kossinsky
Pk fa %k Asplenium pseudolaserpitiifolium Ching

51 Rk %k Asplenium pseudonormale W. M. Chu & X. C.

Zhang ex W. M. Chu

R % Asplenium pseudopraemorsum Ching
W% Asplenium pseudowrightii Ching
BUEEEL A% Asplenium quercicola Ching
Ik A % Asplenium retusulum Ching

H MK AR Asplenium ritoense Hayata
Fit W2k F1 % Asplenium rockii C. Chr.
G2k A Bk Asplenium ruta-muraria L.

IR FEk Ak Asplenium sampsonii Hance
e A% Asplenium sarelii Hook.

£ A% Asplenium saxicola Rosent.

N3

g

544 Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

% Monolete

Al

N3

Al

FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

B R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
B AL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
Bkl Aspleniaceae
PR

%l Aspleniaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae
B R Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARE Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B RE Aspleniaceae
BRMBARL Aspleniaceae
BRARL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
Bkl Aspleniaceae
PR

%l Aspleniaceae
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Yol

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

ek M 5% Asplenium scortechinii Bedd.

AR A B Asplenium semivarians Viane & Reichst.
ek f % Asplenium septentrionale (L.) Hoffm.
RISk Asplenium serratissimum Ching ex S. H. Wu
LU Asplenium serricula Fé

Y2k Bk Asplenium shikokianum Makino

R ff % Asplenium spathulinum J. Sm.

MLk Asplenium speluncae Christ

[ 4k A1 % Asplenium subcrenatum Ching ex S. H. Wu
2B Asplenium subdigitatum Ching

AP A% Asplenium sublaserpitiifolium Ching ex Tardieu
& Ching

KA 0% Asplenium sublongum Ching ex S. H. Wu

/NER AT Asplenium subnormale Copel.

[ -2k M5k Asplenium suborbiculare Ching

B Pk MR Asplenium subtenuifolium (Christ) Ching & S. H.
Wu

KEE LK% Asplenium subtrapezoideum Ching ex S. H. Wu
KRAE A Asplenium szechuanense Ching

B Asplenium taiwanense Ching ex S. H. Wu
JEEERR A Asplenium tenerum Forst.

A8k APk Asplenium tenuicaule Hayata

N3

g

544 Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

% Monolete

Al

N3

Al

FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

B R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
B AL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae

YA Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
Bkl Aspleniaceae
PR

Al Aspleniaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARE Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B RE Aspleniaceae
BRMBARL Aspleniaceae
BRARL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae

YA Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
Bkl Aspleniaceae
PR

&l Aspleniaceae
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Yk IRyt
Species Spore apertures styles

B4 Family (Z21= 4 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

£1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B R Asplenium tenuicaule var. subvarians (Ching)
Viane

MEEA % Asplenium tenuifolium D. Don

YT AL Asplenium tenuissimum Hayata

K HEASHL Asplenium tianmushanense Ching
KRk Asplenium tianshanense Ching

HBS1k fa % Asplenium toramanum Makino

5 APk Asplenium trapezoideum Ching

AR Asplenium trichomanes L.

EAEEAT Asplenium trichomanes ssp. inexpectans Lovis
FLHIE R Asplenium trichomanes ssp. pachyrachis (Christ)
Lovis & Reichst.

P{%AEFf Asplenium trichomanes ssp. quadrivalens D. E.
Meyer.

& UnAZfp Asplenium trichomanes var. harovii Moore emend.
Midle

SR Asplenium trigonopterum Kunze

— B Asplenium tripteropus Nakai

FHYZ 2k M 5% Asplenium uniaterale var. udumAtkinson ex C. B.

Clarke
JLEkfA % Asplenium unilaterale Lam.
AP S A% Asplenium varians Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

BAZL%% Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete

HZLZE Monolete

FZL%% Monolete
FZL%% Monolete

B R Aspleniaceae

B AL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

BB RL Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae

ARl Aspleniaceae

S
i

W&} Aspleniaceae
W&} Aspleniaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae

BB Aspleniaceae
B BARE Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B RE Aspleniaceae
BRMBARL Aspleniaceae
BRARL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

B BRL Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae

ARl Aspleniaceae

S
i

W&l Aspleniaceae
W&l Aspleniaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

Species

Spore apertures styles

£1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

W2k FA 3% Asplenium viride Huds.

)Tk A % Asplenium wilfordii Mett. ex Kuhn

BBk Asplenium wrightii A. A. Eaton ex Hook.
BNk % Asplenium wrightioides Christ

ZRIFER AR Asplenium x castaneoviride Baker

F RSB Asplenium x wangii C. M. Kuo

BRI % Asplenium xinjiangense Ching

B Ak A% Asplenium yoshinagae Makino

ENEEEkfA % Asplenium yoshinagae var. indicum (Sledge) Ching
&S. K. Wu

ZFERFA R Asplenium yunnanense Franch.

413k Boniniella cardiophylla (Hance) Tagawa

il Camptosorus sibiricus Rupr.

Zjlk Ceterach officinarum (L.) DC.

KL% Ceterachopsis magnifica Ching

Bk #5111 8% Ceterachopsis paucivenosa (Ching) Ching
FRYTEE L% Ceterachopsis giujiangensis Ching & S. H. Fu ex
Ching & S. H. Wu

K% EER Neottopteris antiqua (Makino) Masam.

B 55 Neottopteris antrophyoides (Christ) Ching

X556 L% Neottopteris antrophyoides var. cristata Ching & S.
H. Wu

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

HZLZE Monolete
HZLZE Monolete

FZL%% Monolete

B R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
B AL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae

BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae

ARl Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
Bkl Aspleniaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae
B R Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BARE Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B RE Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BRARL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae

BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae
YA Aspleniaceae

ARl Aspleniaceae
ARl Aspleniaceae
Bkl Aspleniaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Befik &5k Neottopteris grevillei (Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.) J. Sm.

Jw Al EL % Neottopteris humbertii (Tardieu) Tagawa
W& AL S % Neottopteris latibasis Ching

W EL 5% Neottopteris latipes Ching ex S. H. Wu
KM Neottopteris longistipes Ching ex S. H. Wu
H % Neottopteris nidus (L.) J. Sm.

KM% Neottopteris phyllitidis (D. Don) J. Sm.
33k Neottopteris salwinensis Ching

et H% Neottopteris simonsiana (Hook.) J. Sm.
gk L)% Neottopteris subantiqua Ching ex S. H. Wu
ZAEXT IR Phyllitis japonica Kom.

K% Sinephropteris delavayi (Franch.) Mickel
JI1E5 Wik Diplaziopsis cavaleriana (Christ) C. Chr.
ik Diplaziopsis javanica (Blume) C. Chr.
it J 8% Rhachidosorus blotianus Ching
HAEHIE B Rhachidosorus consimilis Ching

Hh % Rhachidosorus mesosorus (Makino) Ching
SV H R Rhachidosorus pulcher (Tagawa) Ching
ol Bk Rhachidosorus truncatus Ching

2 E Ampelopteris prolifera (Retz.) Copel.
HPEER Cyclogramma auriculata (J. Sm.) Ching
6444 B % Cyclogramma chunii (Ching) Tagawa

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY
LAY
LAY
Y
LS
%ﬁ'lé%
LRl

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

B R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
B AL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
B BRL Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB RL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
it R Athyriaceae
it R EL Athyriaceae

i w5 kL Athyriaceae

G kL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
o5 W EL Athyriaceae
i w5 BB Athyriaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
G2 R Thelypteridaceae
G2 R Thelypteridaceae

BB EL Aspleniaceae
B R Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae

B BARE Aspleniaceae
BB Aspleniaceae

B RE Aspleniaceae
BRMBARL Aspleniaceae
BRARL Aspleniaceae
BB EL Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
BB R Aspleniaceae
W #t Diplaziopsidaceae
W% # Diplaziopsidaceae
B WAl Rhachidosoraceae
BBl Rhachidosoraceae
HEBARl Rhachidosoraceae
BBl Rhachidosoraceae
R A} Rhachidosoraceae

4B Al Thelypteridaceae

Eﬂ

SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Tl Bk Cyclogramma costularisora Ching ex K. H.
Shing

/INHEFE % Cyclogramma flexilis (Christ) Tagawa
PeILEFE R Cyclogramma leveillei (Christ) Ching
HAREFER Cyclogramma neoauriculata (Ching) Tagawa

g% J5 %)% Cyclogramma omeiensis (Baker) Tagawa

VUi Bk Cyclogramma tibetica Ching & S. K. Wu

4P Bk Cyclosorus abbreviatus Ching & K. H. Shing ex K. H.
Shing & J. F. Cheng

WigREPR Cyclosorus acuminatus (Houtt.) Nakai

BiRERR Cyclosorus acutissimus Ching ex K. H. Shing & J. F.
Cheng

281k Cyclosorus angustipinnus (Ching) K. H. Shing
PP E Rk Cyclosorus angustus Ching

THEJK Cyclosorus aridus (D. Don) Tagawa

F#EE K Cyclosorus attenuatus Ching ex K. H. Shing
4JIRE W Cyclosorus aureoglandulosus Ching & K. H. Shing ex
Ching & C. F. Zhang

JEMNEML Cyclosorus brevipes Ching & K. H. Shing

Z BB Cyclosorus caii Ching ex K. H. Shing

— 4B Cyclosorus calvescens Ching

1 rdEML Cyclosorus cangnanensis K. H. Shing & C. F.

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

BLZL%% Monolete
FLZL%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
%% Monolete
%% Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae

&
&

AR} Thelypteridaceae

2
TRA

F
| Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
G EBREl Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR AL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae

&
&

SRFRE} Thelypteridaceae
SRFRE} Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
Zhang
FEECERL Cyclosorus chengii Ching ex K. H. Shing & J. F. 34%% Monolete LA BRFE} Thelypteridaceae SR EL Thelypteridaceae
Cheng
Z KW Cyclosorus chingii Z. Y. Liu ex Ching & Z. Y. Liu HiZ4%% Monolete SRRl Thelypteridaceae &/ BkEl Thelypteridaceae
2&F) LB Cyclosorus ciliensis K. H. Shing FLZ4%% Monolete SEBAL Thelypteridaceae 42 %Al Thelypteridaceae
HEIRE L Cyclosorus clavatus K. H. Shing HL4%% Monolete SR EL Thelypteridaceae SR AL Thelypteridaceae
¥4 B Cyclosorus contractus Ching ex K. H. Shing ¥iZ4%% Monolete SRRl Thelypteridaceae &/ BkEl Thelypteridaceae
KTk Cyclosorus crinipes (Hook.) Ching %% Monolete SR EL Thelypteridaceae SR Thelypteridaceae
PeHETERL Cyclosorus cuneatus Ching ex K. H. Shing FL344% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
KL Cyclosorus damingshanensis Ching ex K. H. Shing  #1%44% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
Hi#%FE WK Cyclosorus decipiens Ching ¥%4%% Monolete &R B Thelypteridaceae &AL Thelypteridaceae
4k E % Cyclosorus dehuaensis Ching & K. H. Shing FL34%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
W £k Cyclosorus dentatus (Forssk.) Ching FL34%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae G EBRE} Thelypteridaceae

TR EY R

Cyclosorus dissitus Ching ex K. H. Shing

FIEITE B Cyclosorus dulongjiangensis W. M. Chu

B
Tt Bk
JEREEEY A
T KBBR
3 55
LIRS
Rt Bk

Cyclosorus ensifer (Tagawa) W. C. Shieh
Cyclosorus euphlebius Ching

Cyclosorus evolutus (Bedd.) Ching
Cyclosorus excelsior Ching & K. H. Shing
Cyclosorus flaccidus Ching & Z. Y. Liu
Cyclosorus fraxinifolius Ching

Cyclosorus fukienensis Ching

FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
%% Monolete
%% Monolete

G EBREl Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

§$

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR AL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae

S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

>

SR FL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae

Rl Thelypteridaceae

Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂ

5y
4 B R
SERFEL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

=HEE R Cyclosorus gaoxiongensis Ching ex K. H. Shing

Y& FIE R Cyclosorus glabellus Ching (mon.nud.)

M-k Cyclosorus glabrescens Ching ex K. H. Shing

KZEW# Cyclosorus grandissimus Ching & K. H. Shing

Fl4 &% Cyclosorus grossodentatus Ching ex K. H. Shing

W% E % Cyclosorus gustavii (Bedd.) Ching

B Cyclosorus hainanensis Ching

S ER Cyclosorus heterocarpus (Blume) Ching

FEMEP Cyclosorus hirtipes K. H. Shing & C. F.  Zhang

EFEJ Cyclosorus hirtisorus (C. Chr.) Ching

W ERL Cyclosorus hokouensis Ching

2243 EBR Cyclosorus houi Ching

FEWk Cyclosorus interruptus (Willd.) H. Ito

i & E % Cyclosorus jaculosus (Christ) H. Ito

H BB Cyclosorus jinghongensis Ching ex K. H. Shing

JuEILI L Cyclosorus jiulongshanensis P.S. Chiu & Yao ex

Ching

#€M LB Cyclosorus kuizhouensis K. H. Shing

H5F R Cyclosorus kuliangensis (Ching) K. H. Shing
5tJHERL Cyclosorus kweichowensis Ching ex K. H. Shing

wiP BBk Cyclosorus latipinnus (Hook. ex Bak.in Hook. &

Baker) Tardieu ex Tardieu & C.Chr.

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY

LGS
PGS
G
ARGE

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae
S B BRFEl Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae

SR IREL Thelypteridaceae
ﬁ
4
4

SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
S EL Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae

G2 R Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae

SR IREL Thelypteridaceae

ﬁiﬁ\ﬂ Thelypteridaceae
&AL Thelypteridaceae
&AL Thelypteridaceae
S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
A= R

G AL Thelypteridaceae
S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4R AL Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
G2 RFL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
LB Cyclosorus laui Ching HZ44% Monolete LA RFE} Thelypteridaceae S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
T EH Cyclosorus leipoensis Ching & H. S. Kung ex K. H. 34%% Monolete LA BRFE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
Shing
JeMi % Cyclosorus longgishanensis K. H. Shing FLZ4%% Monolete SR AL Thelypteridaceae 42 %Al Thelypteridaceae
WP BBk Cyclosorus macrophyllus Ching & Z. Y. Lin ¥Z4%% Monolete SRRl Thelypteridaceae &/ BkEl Thelypteridaceae
BB Cyclosorus medogensis Ching & S. K. Wu H154%% Monolete SR FL Thelypteridaceae &2 Fl Thelypteridaceae
BT Cyclosorus mianningensis Ching ex K. H. Shing ¥iZ4%% Monolete SRRl Thelypteridaceae &/ BkEl Thelypteridaceae
FW B Cyclosorus molliusculus (Wall. ex Kuhn) Ching HiZ4%% Monolete SRRl Thelypteridaceae &/ BkEl Thelypteridaceae
£ $EF % Cyclosorus multisorus Ching ex K. H. Shing FL344% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
M F-F % Cyclosorus nanpingensis Ching FL34%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
FEE K Cyclosorus nanxiensis Ching ex K. H. Shing HL34%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBRFEl Thelypteridaceae
I J5E % Cyclosorus omeigensis Ching FL34%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
X E B Cyclosorus oppositipinnus Ching & Z. Y. Liu BZI%%E Monolete G AL Thelypteridaceae SR EF Thelypteridaceae
A B

ik BBk Cyclosorus opulentus (Kaulf. ) Nakai

47 B Cyclosorus orientalis Ching ex K. H. Shing
HORTE % Cyclosorus papilio (C. Hope) Ching
WEPIE % Cyclosorus papilionaceus K. H. Shing & C. F.
Zhang

TE 1Bk Cyclosorus paracuminatus Ching ex K. H. Shing & J.

F. Cheng
KJEEWM Cyclosorus paralatipinnus Ching ex K. H. Shing
711 B Bk Cyclosorus pararidus Ching ex K. H. Shing

FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

HZLZE Monolete

A
iy

Monolete

B &
Pt
r}rﬁ

Monolete

G AL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4R AL Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae

S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae

AR Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B Cyclosorus parasiticus (L.) Farwell

/INHEBR Cyclosorus parvifolius Ching

JelETE B Cyclosorus parvilobus Ching & K. H. Shing

i i B Cyclosorus pauciserratus Ching & C. F.  Zhang
b1k Cyclosorus pingshanensis Ching & H. S. Kung
JoHREHK Cyclosorus procurrens (Mett.) Ching

25 KBk Cyclosorus productus (Kaulf. ) Ching
It E R Cyclosorus proximus Ching & Chu H. Wang
T2 FEW Cyclosorus pseudoaridus Ching ex K. H. Shing
HUEEB Cyclosorus pseudocunneatus Ching ex K. H. Shing
¥ 3% Cyclosorus pumilis Ching ex K. H. Shing

¥%FE W Cyclosorus pygmaeus Ching & C. F. Zhang
£14EE . Cyclosorus rupicola Ching & K. H. Shing
—#BEWH Cyclosorus sanduensis K. H. Shing & P. S. Wang
R £ % Cyclosorus scaberulus Ching

Bk E B Cyclosorus serrifer Ching ex K. H. Shing
FITEB Cyclosorus simenensis K. H. Shing & C. M. Zhang
PIHTRE B Cyclosorus sino-acuminatus Ching & Z. Y. Liu
rhAEYIRE R Cyclosorus sinodentatus Ching & Z. Y. Liu
HiZE % Cyclosorus sparsisorus Ching ex K. H. Shing
MeJHER#L Cyclosorus stenopes Ching & K. H. Shing ex K. H.
Shing

LGS
G
LGS
FZIGE
FZIGE
PG
LIRS <
FZIGE
G
G
G
FRIGE
FRIGE
FRIGE
LGS
LGS
LGS
LGS
PGS
G
ARGE

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae
S B BRFEl Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae

SR IREL Thelypteridaceae
ﬁ
4
4

&
S

SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SEJRAE Thelypteridaceae
=]
A

W E} Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
G EBREl Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
G2 R Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae

SR IREL Thelypteridaceae
ﬁiﬁ\ﬂ Thelypteridaceae
&AL Thelypteridaceae
& AR

S B BREl Thelypteridaceae

Al Thelypteridaceae

G EBRE} Thelypteridaceae
S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4B Al Thelypteridaceae

‘;“:ﬁ

SR E Thelypteridaceae

Eﬂ

5y
G2 RFL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

2R BB Cyclosorus subacuminatus Ching ex K. H. Shing &

J. F. Cheng
FHARB IR
SRS 3
YIRS
Z= TR
TiH B
EPUEEY3
BB
HAEEK
EEN SV
PN BBk
MM EE) 3
PNEEEY 3
157 Bk

Cyclosorus subacutus Ching

Cyclosorus subelatus (Baker) Ching

Cyclosorus subnamburensis Ching ex K. H. Shing
Cyclosorus tarningensis Ching

Cyclosorus terminans (J. Sm. ex Hook.) K. H. Shing
Cyclosorus transitorius Ching & K. H. Shing
Cyclosorus truncatus (Poir.) Farwell

Cyclosorus wangii Ching

Cyclosorus wangmoensis K. H. Shing & P. S. Wang
Cyclosorus wenzhouensis K. H. Shing & C. F. Zhang
Cyclosorus wulingshanensis C. M. Zhang
Cyclosorus yunnanensis Ching ex K. H. Shing
Cyclosorus zhangii K. H. Shing

Bk Dictyocline griffithii T. Moore

SRR
ERTES:
I
R JES I FE R

Dictyocline griffithii var. wilfordii ( Hook.) T. Moore
Dictyocline mingchegensis Ching
% Dictyocline sagittifolia Ching

J#% Glaphyropteridopsis emeiensis Y. X. Lin

BHEJTF % Glaphyropteridopsis eriocarpa Ching

JiFFER Gl

aphyropteridopsis erubescens (Hook.) Ching

eSS

LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY
LAY
LAY
Y
LS
%ﬁ'lé%
LRl

Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae

SR IREL Thelypteridaceae
ﬁ
4
4

&
S

SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SEJRAE Thelypteridaceae
=]
A

W E} Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
G EBREl Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

§$

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR AL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
SR IREL Thelypteridaceae
ﬁiﬁ\ﬂ Thelypteridaceae
&AL Thelypteridaceae
& AR
G EBREl Thelypteridaceae

Al Thelypteridaceae

G EBRE} Thelypteridaceae
S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

>

SR FL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae

Rl Thelypteridaceae

Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂ

b2y
SRR
SRR

Rl Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Sl 5Bk Glaphyropteridopsis jinfushanensis Ching & .
X. Lin

X597 F1 % Glaphyropteridopsis mollis Ching & Y. X. Lin
K4 77 FF 8% Glaphyropteridopsis rufostraminea (Christ) Ching
V)1 J7FFB% Glaphyropteridopsis sichuanensisY. X. Lin
KM-J5 5% Glaphyropteridopsis splendens Ching
ZETFF# Glaphyropteridopsis villosa Ching & W. M. Chu ex
Y. X. Lin

PRk Leptogramma centrochinensis Ching ex Y. X. Lin
=R HELR R Leptogramma himalaica Ching

KPR Leptogramma huishuiensis Ching ex Y. X. Lin
HrEJ{R % Leptogramma intermedia Ching ex Y. X. Lin

S 1L{k % Leptogramma jinfoshanensis Ching & Z. Y. Liu
B Leptogramma pozoi (Lag.) Ching

I JE 4K 5% Leptogramma scallanii (Christ) Ching

th 487K )% Leptogramma sinica Ching ex Y. X. Lin

NHERRR Leptogramma tottoides H. Ito

224k % Leptogramma yahanensis Ching ex Y. X. Lin
N%4%5HE B Macrothelypteris contingens Ching

5B Macrothelypteris oligophlebia (Baker) Ching
K7PEE B Macrothelypteris oligophlebia var. changshaensis
(Ching) K. H. Shing

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
HZEE Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae

&
&
&

&
S

SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SEJRAE Thelypteridaceae
=]
A

W E} Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
G EBREl Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
G2 R Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae

S ELEF Thelypteridaceae
S ELBEL Thelypteridaceae
SRR

S B BREl Thelypteridaceae

Al Thelypteridaceae

G EBRE} Thelypteridaceae
G B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4B Al Thelypteridaceae

‘;“:ﬁ

SR E Thelypteridaceae

Eﬂ

5y
G2 RFL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

MEEEFE B Macrothelypteris oligophlebia var. elegans (Koidz.)
Ching

WA B Macrothelypteris ornata (Bedd.) Ching
W84 B Macrothelypteris polypodioides (Hook.) Holttum
NI % Macrothelypteris setigera (Blume) Ching
W@ E R Macrothelypteris torresiana (Gaud.) Ching
SREREF BB Macrothelypteris viridifrons (Tagawa) Ching
JEEEBR Mesopteris tonkinensis (C. Chr.) Ching

WEMNHBR Metathelypteris adscendens (Ching) Ching
EAMER Metathelypteris decipiens (C. B. Clarke) Ching
=AM HIR Metathelypteris deltoideofrons Ching ex W. M.
Chu&S.G. Lu

M E R Metathelypteris flaccida (Blume) Ching
AR Metathelypteris glandulifera Ching ex K. H. Shing
HIR M4k Metathelypteris glandulosa H. G. Zhou & Hua Li
AR Metathelypteris gracilescens (Blume) Ching

MR 4B Metathelypteris hattorii (H. 1to) Ching

BRI B8 Metathelypteris laxa (Franch. & Sav.) Ching
AR ABR Metathelypteris petiolulata Ching ex K. H. Shing
it ™ Bl % Metathelypteris singalanensis (Baker) Ching
kAl Metathelypteris uraiensis (Rosenst.) Ching
PusEk " f Bk Metathelypteris uraiensis var. tibetica (Ching &

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ44% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
%% Monolete
%% Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SEWRL Thelypteridaceae
G A
SR FF Thelypteridaceae
G A

AR} Thelypteridaceae

AR} Thelypteridaceae

&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
G EBREl Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

§$

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR AL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae

SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae

SEWAL Thelypteridaceae
SR FF Thelypteridaceae
SR FF Thelypteridaceae
SR FF Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
G B BREl Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

>

SR FL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae

Rl Thelypteridaceae

Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂ

5y
4 B R
SERFEL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

S.K. Wu) K.H. Shing

s BlBR Metathelypteris wuyishanica Ching

Biffi 45 8% Parathelypteris angulariloba (Ching) Ching
¥em-4x 5% Parathelypteris angustifrons (Mig.) Ching

KA 458 Parathelypteris beddomei (Baker) Ching
B4 5L 8% Parathelypteris borealis (Hara) K. H. Shing
£V5 4 LK Parathelypteris castanea (Tagawa) Ching

4 AL Parathelypteris cystopteroides (A. A. Eaton) Ching
4: /2% Parathelypteris glanduligera (Kunze) Ching
J&/N4E B Parathelypteris grammitoides (Christ) Ching
FE4 2Bk Parathelypteris hirsutipes (C. B. Clarke) Ching
V4 A % Parathelypteris indochinensis (Christ) Ching
JelI4: Bk Parathelypteris japonica (Baker) Ching

et 4% Parathelypteris japonica var. glabrata (Ching) K.
H. Shing

A4 2k Parathelypteris japonica var. musashiensis
(Hiyama) Jiang

v H 42 % Parathelypteris nipponica (Franch. & Sav.) Ching
W4 2R Parathelypteris subimmersa (Ching) Ching
YIS Phegopteris connectilis (Michx.) Watt

Parathelypteris petelotii (Ching) Ching
Parathelypteris serrutula (Ching) Ching

eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3

LAY

LAY
Y
LS
i
LiEAS

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

S B BRFEl Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR FF Thelypteridaceae
4
4

WAL Thelypteridaceae
WAL Thelypteridaceae

j.

£

£

2B Thelypteridaceae
SEBRE} Thelypteridaceae
SRR

&
&
&

EﬂEﬂ

A} Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
G2 R Thelypteridaceae
G2 R Thelypteridaceae

%Al Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
&
&

WAL Thelypteridaceae
WAL Thelypteridaceae

j.

£

£

2R EL Thelypteridaceae
SEREF Thelypteridaceae
SRR

&
&
&

EﬂEﬂ

Al Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4R AL Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
FEFPION % Phegopteris decursive-pinnata (van Hall) Fé& BZIZE Monolete %2 AL Thelypteridaceae SR WA Thelypteridaceae
PE U B Phegopteris tibetica Ching ¥i54%% Monolete SRR Thelypteridaceae &ALk Fl Thelypteridaceae
528381 A % Pronephrium cuspidatum (Blume) Holttum FLZ44% Monolete A EL Thelypteridaceae 42 % Fl Thelypteridaceae
/NHSEE H B Pronephrium gracilis Ching & Y. X. Lin HL4%% Monolete AL Bl Thelypteridaceae SR E Thelypteridaceae
3 H % Pronephrium gymnopteridifrons (Hayata) Holttum H154%% Monolete SR FL Thelypteridaceae &2k Fl Thelypteridaceae
] 135 H % Pronephrium hekouense Ching & Y. X. Lin HL4%% Monolete AL EL Thelypteridaceae SR AL Thelypteridaceae
£33 H % Pronephrium hirsutum Ching & Y. X. Lin FLZ4%% Monolete SR FL Thelypteridaceae &2 Fl Thelypteridaceae
7538 H Bk Pronephrium insularis (K. lwats.) Holttum H154%% Monolete SEBAL Thelypteridaceae 42 %Al Thelypteridaceae
214439 H % Pronephrium lakhimpurense (Rosenst.) Holttum ¥%4%% Monolete ﬁilﬁﬂ Thelypteridaceae ﬁiﬁ\ﬂ Thelypteridaceae
KA%:8 H % Pronephrium longipetiolatum (K. lwats.) Holttum  #1%44% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
WP H % Pronephrium macrophyllum Ching & Y. X. Lin HZ4%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
218 H &k Pronephrium medogense Y. X. Lin HZZE Monolete G AL Thelypteridaceae G AL Thelypteridaceae
2138 H % Pronephrium megacuspe (Baker) Holttum BZ1%% Monolete &R Bl Thelypteridaceae &2 AL Thelypteridaceae
KB % Pronephrium nudatum (Roxb.) Holttum FL34%% Monolete G EBREl Thelypteridaceae S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
P48 - % Pronephrium penangianum (Hook.) Holttum H1%4%% Monolete S EL Thelypteridaceae &2 Fl Thelypteridaceae
M8 H Bk Pronephrium setosum Y. X. Lin F24%% Monolete A EL Thelypteridaceae SR E Thelypteridaceae
FHSH H % Pronephrium simplex (Hook.) Holttum HL.Z44% Monolete A Bl Thelypteridaceae SR E Thelypteridaceae
=PIt % Pronephrium triphyllum (Sw.) Holttum F24%% Monolete A EL Thelypteridaceae SR E Thelypteridaceae
-8 H % Pronephrium triphyllum var. parishii (Bedd.) C. M. ¥.%44% Monolete SR Thelypteridaceae SRR Thelypteridaceae
Kuo
=R B Pseudocyclosorus canus (Baker) Holttum & HZ4%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S A BRE} Thelypteridaceae

Grimes
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FEPMEE % Pseudocyclosorus caudipinnus (Ching) Ching
HAMER Pseudocyclosorus cavaleriei (H. Lév.) Y. X. Lin
RILBERL Pseudocyclosorus ciliatus (Benth.) Ching
GIMEEH Pseudocyclosorus duclouxii (Christ) Ching
Vi E % Pseudocyclosorus esquirolii (Christ) Ching

W H % Pseudocyclosorus falcilobus (Hook.) Ching

Wi A% Pseudocyclosorus latilobus (Ching) Ching
MR BB Pseudocyclosorus ornatipes Holltum & J. W.
Grimes

T E% Pseudocyclosorus paraochthodes Ching ex K. H.
Shing ex J. F. Cheng

WM BB Pseudocyclosorus shuangbaiensis Ching ex Y. X.

Lin

FEAE E R Pseudocyclosorus subochthodes (Ching) Ching
PR E B Pseudocyclosorus tibeticus Ching & Y. X. Lin
&% Pseudocyclosorus tylodes (Kunze) Holttum
£/ E Bk Pseudocyclosorus zayuensis Ching & S. K. Wu
FRHWi% Pseudophegopteris aurita (Hook.) Ching
FIR4£H0 % Pseudophegopteris brevipes Ching

SR Pseudophegopteris hirtirachis (C. Chr.) Holttum
BN Pseudophegopteris levingei (C. B. Clarke) Ching
A% Pseudophegopteris microstegia (Hook.) Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
—54%% Trilete

HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

BLZL%% Monolete

BAZL%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
%% Monolete
%% Monolete

&AL Thelypteridaceae
S B BRFEl Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
4G EBAL Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
4G E AL Thelypteridaceae

SR FF Thelypteridaceae

SRR Thelypteridaceae

SRR Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

§$

SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR E Thelypteridaceae
SR AL Thelypteridaceae
SR EL Thelypteridaceae

&R AL Thelypteridaceae
&R AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S EBAL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
S E AL Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae
SR Thelypteridaceae

SR FF Thelypteridaceae

&R Thelypteridaceae

&R Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae

>

SR FL Thelypteridaceae

SR E Thelypteridaceae

Rl Thelypteridaceae

Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂ

5y
4 B R
SERFEL Thelypteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
FFELN R Pseudophegopteris paludosa (Blume) Ching BZIZE Monolete %2 AL Thelypteridaceae SR WA Thelypteridaceae
A% Pseudophegopteris pyrrhorachis (Kunze) Ching 34%% Monolete LA BRFE} Thelypteridaceae S EBREl Thelypteridaceae
S4Bk Pseudophegopteris pyrrhorachis var. glabrata HiZ4%% Monolete G FEL Thelypteridaceae A HKEL Thelypteridaceae
(Clarke) Holttum
A% Pseudophegopteris rectangularis (Zoll.) Holttum HL.Z44% Monolete AL EL Thelypteridaceae SR EL Thelypteridaceae
FeHELAN % Pseudophegopteris subaurita (Tagawa) Ching HL4%% Monolete AL EL Thelypteridaceae SR AL Thelypteridaceae
VU LA % Pseudophegopteris tibetana Ching & S. K. Wu HL4%% Monolete AL Bl Thelypteridaceae SR EL Thelypteridaceae
5Tk Pseudophegopteris yigongensis Ching %% Monolete SR EL Thelypteridaceae SR Thelypteridaceae
= HEE R Pseudophegopteris yunkweiensis (Ching) Ching FL344% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae ﬁiﬁ\ﬂ Thelypteridaceae
2 [F 2 Bk Pseudophegopteris zayuensis Ching & S. K. Wu BLZIZ%E Monolete %A AL Thelypteridaceae SR FF Thelypteridaceae
FIAHHR LR Stegnogramma cyrtomioides (C. Chr.) Ching BLZIZ%E Monolete %A AL Thelypteridaceae SR FF Thelypteridaceae
BtiliEi % Stegnogramma dictyoclinoides Ching FL34%% Monolete LA BRE} Thelypteridaceae S B BREl Thelypteridaceae
2R 7E % Stegnogramma diplazioides Ching ex Y. X. Lin BZ1%% Monolete &R Bl Thelypteridaceae &2 AL Thelypteridaceae
WACE I Stegnogramma xingwenensis Ching ex Y. X. Lin 15448 Monolete &R AL Thelypteridaceae SRR AL Thelypteridaceae
% Fr P % Thelypteris confluens (Thunb.) C. V. Morton HZ4% Monolete GRBFL Thelypteridaceae SR A Thelypteridaceae
WPERK Thelypteris palustris (Salisb.) Schott F24%% Monolete A EL Thelypteridaceae SR A Thelypteridaceae
BB Thelypteris palustris var. pubescens (Lawson) HZ4% Monolete SR FL Thelypteridaceae SR E Thelypteridaceae
Fernald
KIHJE % Cheilanthopsis elongata (Hook.) Copel. BZ4%E Monolete AR Woodsiaceae E R Woodsiaceae
V% Cheilanthopsis indusiosa (Christ) Ching BZ4%E Monolete AR Woodsiaceae E R Woodsiaceae
JB: btk Protowoodsia manchuriensis (Hook.) Ching HL.Z44% Monolete ABRFER Woodsiaceae ABRFER Woodsiaceae
Wio s % Woodsia acuminata (Fomin) Sipl. %% Monolete ABRFER Woodsiaceae ‘A% Woodsiaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

V4ERA B Woodsia alpina (Boltan) Gray %% Monolete ABRFEF Woodsiaceae A A Woodsiaceae
Wk A Bk Woodsia andersonii (Bedd.) Christ %% Monolete A FF Woodsiaceae A FF Woodsiaceae
o5k Woodsia cinnamomea Christ HiZ4%% Monolete W FL Woodsiaceae F W FL Woodsiaceae
WS Woodsia cycloloba Hand.-Mazz. FLZ4%% Monolete A A Woodsiaceae A% A Woodsiaceae
HiZ4 K Woodsia frondosa Christ H1.244% Monolete A A Woodsiaceae A% A Woodsiaceae
Y& % Woodsia glabella R. Brown ex Richards. mEd%% Monolete A EF Woodsiaceae AL Woodsiaceae
#JbE % Woodsia hancockii Baker HiZ44% Monolete H W EL Woodsiaceae H W FEL Woodsiaceae
4% Woodsia ilvensis (L.) R. Brown FLZ4%% Monolete A% A Woodsiaceae A% A Woodsiaceae
ZV 4% Woodsia intermedia Tagawa HZE Monolete A A Woodsiaceae A FF Woodsiaceae
Fi Ak Woodsia lanosa Hook. mzdzE Monolete ABRFEF Woodsiaceae ABRFEE Woodsiaceae
KEE#4 % Woodsia macrochlaena Mett. ex Kuhn %% Monolete ABRFER Woodsiaceae ABRFEF Woodsiaceae

HE A Bk Woodsia macrospora C. Chr. & Maxon HZZE Monolete ‘Al Woodsiaceae ‘AR Woodsiaceae
WhIE A Bk Woodsia oblonga Ching & S. H. Wu HZZE Monolete ARl Woodsiaceae ‘AR Woodsiaceae
XA Bk Woodsia okamotoi Tagawa %% Monolete B Woodsiaceae B Woodsiaceae

i EL 53 % Woodsia pilosa Ching H1%4%% Monolete #IE Woodsiaceae #IE Woodsiaceae
HPA % Woodsia polystichoides D. C. Eaton mZi%% Monolete L Woodsiaceae HRF Woodsiaceae
245 % Woodsia rosthorniana Diels HL.Z44% Monolete #iFF Woodsiaceae B Woodsiaceae
A A Bk Woodsia shennongensis D. S. Jiang & D. M. Chen 4% Monolete HRF Woodsiaceae HRFE Woodsiaceae
Bkt 5% Woodsia shensiensis Ching F24%% Monolete AL Woodsiaceae HH AL Woodsiaceae
P85 5% Woodsia sinica Ching BLZL%% Monolete HH AL Woodsiaceae AL Woodsiaceae
SEFL % Woodsia subcordata Turcz. %% Monolete ABRFER Woodsiaceae ABRFER Woodsiaceae
P37 % Allantodia alata (Christ) Ching Z1%% Monolete B R Athyriaceae i kL Athyriaceae
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Ykt R ]

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

AR Allantodia amamiana (Tagawa) W. M. Chu & Z. R.
He

‘2 7% Allantodia anshunica P. S. Wang

FHLRE 46 7% Allantodia aspera (Blume) Ching

4% % Allantodia baishanzuensis Ching

FWI Bk Allantodia bella (C. B. Clarke) Ching
K48 % Allantodia calogramma (Christ) Ching

UK 4GBk Allantodia calogrammoides Ching ex W. M. Chu
& Z.R. He

s % Allantodia chinensis (Baker) Ching

LA 5k Allantodia contermina (Christ) Ching
g4 % Allantodia crenata (Sommerf.) Ching

ToE @k 7% Allantodia crenata var. glabra (Tagawa) W.
M. Chu

EWME A% Allantodia dilatata (Blume) Ching

S 7% Allantodia doederleinii (Luerss.) Ching
ML Bk Allantodia dulongjiangensis W. M. Chu
Ol % Allantodia dushanensis Ching ex W. M. Chu & Z.
R. He

KAJE Mk Allantodia gigantea (Bot.) Ching

% Allantodia glingensis Ching & Y. X. Lin
P J 7Bk Allantodia griffithii (T. Moore) Ching

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

BZ4%E Monolete
BAZIZE Monolete
BAZIZE Monolete

B % &l Athyriaceae

;

i Z B RL Athyriaceae
R T BB Athyriaceae
R TG BB Athyriaceae
R BB Athyriaceae

R G BB Athyriaceae
s R Athyriaceae

;

%

>

%

>

%

>

%

= HH I =

\=:| \=:| \=:l \=:l \=:l
>

%

T T

>

Al Athyriaceae
WAl Athyriaceae
BREl Athyriaceae
BREl Athyriaceae

=

Bt BH B B
%T%ﬁiﬂiﬂ

BREl Athyriaceae

=

BREl Athyriaceae

=

BREl Athyriaceae

=

BREl Athyriaceae
IS i
I 5 Bk

5 Bk

i

KBl Athyriaceae
Al Athyriaceae
Al Athyriaceae

Eﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ

o5 R EL Athyriaceae

#

i Z B RL Athyriaceae
R T BB Athyriaceae
R T BB Athyriaceae
R T BB Athyriaceae

R T BB Athyriaceae
o iR Athyriaceae

>

%

>

%

>

%

>

%

= HH I =

\=:| \=:| \=:l \=:l \=:l
>

%

T T

>

WAl Athyriaceae
Al Athyriaceae
WAL Athyriaceae
WAL Athyriaceae

=

Bt BH B B
%T%ﬁiﬂiﬂ

BREl Athyriaceae

=

BREl Athyriaceae

=

BREl Athyriaceae

=

BREl Athyriaceae

ARl Athyriaceae
BRE Athyriaceae
BRE Athyriaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
HETE fH R Allantodia hachijoensis (Nakai) Ching HZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
W f % Allantodia hainanensis Ching H%4%% Monolete Fi TR EL Athyriaceae i i B RE Athyriaceae
SRS Allantodia heterocarpa (Ching) Ching FLZ44% Monolete i Z B RL Athyriaceae i Z B RL Athyriaceae
w7 Allantodia himalayensis Ching Z4%% Monolete i 56 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RL Athyriaceae
B k%% Allantodia hirsutipes (Bedd.) Ching i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
s % Allantodia hirtipes (Christ) Ching 1%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
ik 5 %%k Allantodia hirtipes f. nigropaleacea Ching i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
F%5 % Allantodia hirtisquama Ching & W. M. Chu i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
Hi 245 % Allantodia incompta (Tagawa) Ching %% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
Sl %k Allantodia jinfoshanicola W. M. Chu ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B Bk Athyriaceae
4 V4% Allantodia jinpingensis W. M. Chu FLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
Wik % Allantodia kansuensis Ching BAZL%% Monolete i 5 R AL Athyriaceae i 5 R ARl Athyriaceae
SV5% M #k Allantodia kappanensis (Tagawa) Ching BZ1%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
W% 7% Allantodia kawakamii (Hayata) Ching #ZI%% Monolete it R EL Athyriaceae i o5 R Athyriaceae
WP 4k Allantodia latipinnula Ching & W. M. Chu Z4%%E Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 36 B RE - Athyriaceae
S54%0 ik Allantodia laxifrons (Rosent.) Ching ¥iZ4%% Monolete o5 W EH Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae
gur-4E iz Allantodia leptophylla (Christ) Ching ¥iZ4%% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae 5 55 W EL Athyriaceae
W2 % Allantodia lobulosa (Wall. ex Mett.) Ching F24%% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B BL- Athyriaceae
AW 7% Allantodia lobulosa var. shilinicola W. M. Chu & J.  ¥.44%% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae
J. He
W A%k Allantodia matthewii (Copel.) Ching ¥1%4%% Monolete I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae 5 o5 i EL - Athyriaceae
K45 7% Allantodia maxima (D. Don) Ching Z1%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z R Athyriaceae
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

i 7% Allantodia medogensis Ching & S. K. Wu
KRB Allantodia megaphylla (Baker) Ching
WE4%E sk Allantodia metcalfii (Ching) Ching

L%k Allantodia metteniana (Mig.) Ching

/NG A% Allantodia metteniana var. fauriei (Christ) Ching

s R p Bk Allantodia multicaudata (Wall. ex C. B. Clarke)

W. M. Chu

m K% % Allantodia muricata (Mett.) W. M. Chu & Z. R. He

)1 % Allantodia nanchuanica W. M. Chu
555 % Allantodia nigrosquamosa Ching

H A % Allantodia nipponica (Tagawa) Ching
E P Bk Allantodia okudairai (Makino) Ching
5P R4 % Allantodia ovata W. M. Chu
W57 Allantodia petelotii (Tardieu) Ching
5P % 7k Allantodia petri (Tardieu) Ching
PIZJE M Allantodia pinnatifidopinnata (Hook.) Ching
XA FL R Allantodia prolixa (Rosenst.) Ching

KR JE M Allantodia pseudosetigera (Christ) Ching
VUks % Bk Allantodia quadrangulata W. M. Chu

KPIWisE 7% Allantodia siamensis (C. Chr.) Ching & W. M.

Chu
By 4% ik Allantodia sikkimensis (C. B. Clarke) Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete

HiZi%% Monolete

o5 R Athyriaceae
Hi o L Athyriaceae

35 R Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
i

BB Athyriaceae

Iz

i

BB Athyriaceae
i
i
i

I 2

AL Athyriaceae
AL Athyriaceae
AL Athyriaceae
B Bk Athyriaceae
B B RE Athyriaceae
B Bk Athyriaceae
55 W EL Athyriaceae
o5 W EH Athyriaceae
o5 W EL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
B 55 R B Athyriaceae
B 55 B Athyriaceae

Eﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂ

i o5 B Athyriaceae

i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
i i B RE Athyriaceae
B 55 AL Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
M 2 P
JIIl

WAl Athyriaceae

Iz

hz

L

BB Athyriaceae
i
i
i

I 2

AL Athyriaceae
AL Athyriaceae
AL Athyriaceae
B BB Athyriaceae
B BB Athyriaceae
B BB Athyriaceae
55 W EL Athyriaceae
o5 W EL Athyriaceae
5 55 W EL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
i 55 B Athyriaceae
i 55 Bl Athyriaceae

Eﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂ

i o5 B Athyriaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
Wil JE % Allantodia similis W. M. Chu Z45% Monolete Wi dE R Athyriaceae Wi dE R Athyriaceae
W4 % Allantodia spectabilis (Wall. ex Mett.) Ching H%4%% Monolete Fi TR Athyriaceae i i B RE Athyriaceae
k935 % Allantodia squamigera (Mett.) Ching 1%4%% Monolete 5 55 W FH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
W ik 45 7 8% Allantodia stenochlamys (C. Chr.) Ching HL4%% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B L Athyriaceae
PP %% Allantodia subdilatata Ching H154%% Monolete Hi @i R Athyriaceae Hi @i EL Athyriaceae
Frs % 7% Allantodia subintegra Ching & Y. X. Lin Z4%% Monolete i 56 B RE - Athyriaceae i 56 B RE - Athyriaceae
S 7% Allantodia subspectabilis Ching & W. M. Chu Lz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RE Athyriaceae
PSR % Allantodia succulenta (C. B. Clarke) Ching i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
Z bk % Allantodia taquetii (C. Chr.) Ching BLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
VU % Allantodia tibetica Ching & S. K. Wu ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B Bk Athyriaceae
[ %4% % Allantodia uraiensis (Rosenst.) Ching ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B kL Athyriaceae
W&k % Allantodia virescens (Kunze) Ching BAZL%% Monolete i 5 R AL Athyriaceae i 5 R ARl Athyriaceae
e % % Allantodia virescens var. okinawaensis (Tagawa) BZ1%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
W. M. Chu
I % Allantodia virescens var. sugimotoi (Sa. Kurata) W.  #i.244% Monolete i @ R Athyriaceae i @ B RL Athyriaceae
M. Chu
HakaE s Allantodia viridescens (Ching) Ching HZ4%% Monolete I o5 i FL - Athyriaceae I o5 i FL - Athyriaceae
ek Allantodia viridissima (Christ) Ching Pz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 36 B RE - Athyriaceae
G Allantodia wangii Ching HZ44% Monolete I o5 i FL - Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae
% %0 . Allantodia wheeleri (Baker) Ching ¥iZi%% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae I o i EF Athyriaceae
HP%E % Allantodia wichurae (Mett.) Ching HZ4%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z B EH Athyriaceae
Jeib % Allantodia wichurae var. parawichurae (Ching) W.  #i.%44% Monolete i @k Rl Athyriaceae i @5k Rl Athyriaceae
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Y Ff (O St R4 Family (1
Species Spore apertures styles £1,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

M. Chu & Z. R. He

BT R % %k Allantodia yaoshanensis (Y. C. Wu) W. M. Chu  #124%% Monolete i i B RE Athyriaceae i i B RE Athyriaceae
& Z.R. He

‘%% Anisocampium cumingianum C. Presl Z4%% Monolete i 56 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RL Athyriaceae
#7242l Anisocampium sheareri (Baker) Ching ex Y. T. Hsieh ~ #i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
FE 7% LB 35 % Athyriopsis abbreviata W. M. Chu 1%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
FEWNEEY 5 9% Athyriopsis concinna Z. R. Wang i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
BEPHE B 5 0% Athyriopsis conilii (Franch. & Sav.) Ching i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
FHTHE 5 B Athyriopsis dickasonii (M. Kato) W. M. Chu ¥%4%% Monolete B BB Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
RHHEEE G R Athyriopsis dimorphophylla (Koidz.) Chingex  #.%44% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B Bk Athyriaceae
W. M. Chu

B Ak Athyriopsis erecta Z. R. Wang HLZ1%% Monolete B 5 Rkl Athyriaceae B 5 Rkl Athyriaceae
5 8% Athyriopsis japonica (Thunb.) Ching BAZL%% Monolete Hi 5 R Bl Athyriaceae i 5 R ARl Athyriaceae
FPUE 5% Athyriopsis japonica var. oshimensis (Christ) #ZI%% Monolete it R EL Athyriaceae i o5 R Athyriaceae
Ching

TEHE B 25 % Athyriopsis japonica var. variegata W. M. Chu %448 Monolete i @ R Athyriaceae i @ B RE Athyriaceae
& Z.R. He

S LB B 55 % Athyriopsis jinfoshanensis Ching & Z. Y. Liu  ¥i%44% Monolete I o5 i FL - Athyriaceae I o5 i FL - Athyriaceae
rf B 5% o5 % Athyriopsis kiusiana (Koidz.) Ching ¥iZi%% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae Wi o i EF Athyriaceae
EL BB 25 . Athyriopsis longipes Ching ¥iZi%% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae I o i EF Athyriaceae
ELREF S5 HR Athyriopsis lushanensis J. X. Li ¥1%4%% Monolete I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae 5 o5 i EL - Athyriaceae
R B %5 % Athyriopsis minamitanii (Seriz.) Z. R. Wang ¥1%4%% Monolete I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae I o5 i EL Athyriaceae
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Ykt R ]

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Uk 5 B B5 Bk - Athyriopsis omeiensis Z. R. Wang
W S B: 5 55 8% Athyriopsis pachyphylla Ching

HZL%% Monolete
HLZL%% Monolete

o5 R Athyriaceae
i i B RE Athyriaceae

i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
i i B RE Athyriaceae

BRI B Athyriopsis petersenii (Kunze) Ching FLZ44% Monolete i Z B RL Athyriaceae i Z B RL Athyriaceae
Wl FEAE B 56 % Athyriopsis pseudoconilii (Seriz.) W. M. Chu HL4%% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B L Athyriaceae
L B 75 % Athyriopsis shandongensis J. X. Li & Z. C. Ding  ¥i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
KRB S5 B Athyriopsis tomitaroana (Masam.) P. S. Wang %% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B L Athyriaceae
G P 55 % Athyrium adpressum Ching & W. M. Chu H154%% Monolete Hidi B EL Athyriaceae Hi @i EL Athyriaceae
RLPIEE 6% Athyrium adscendens Ching Z4%% Monolete i 56 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RE Athyriaceae
1 B 55 Bk Athyrium anisopterum Christ ¥%4%% Monolete B BB Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
JE A 55 % Athyrium araiostegioides Ching BLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R ARl Athyriaceae
B FEL 1L 25 5% Athyrium arisanense (Hayata) Tagawa FLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
S 55 Bk Athyrium attenuatum (Wall. ex C. B. Clarke) Z1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
Tagawa
HIEE 58 Athyrium auriculatum Seriz. ¥154%% Monolete I 25 R EL Athyriaceae I 25 R FL - Athyriaceae
SN % Athyrium baoxingense Ching ¥i%4%% Monolete 55 W EL Athyriaceae 55 W EL Athyriaceae
PG Bk Athyrium bomicola Ching Pz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 36 B RE - Athyriaceae
53 L 55 % Athyrium bucahwangense Ching HL.Z44% Monolete I o5 BBk Athyriaceae I o5 BBk Athyriaceae
Z& KB 25 8% Athyrium chingianum Z. R. Wang & X. C. Zhang ¥iZ4%% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae
rPBkIRE 5 % Athyrium christensenii Tardieu HZ44% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae Wi o i EF Athyriaceae
ZEMUE I Athyrium clarkei Bedd. HZ44% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae
W BB S5 Bk Athyrium clivicola Tagawa ¥1%4%% Monolete I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae 5 o5 i EL - Athyriaceae
JH 2P 55 % Athyrium contingens Ching & S. K. Wu Z1%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z R Athyriaceae
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

JII P4 &5 5% Athyrium costulalisorum Ching

FILRS 5 56 9% Athyrium crassipes Ching

AL Bk Athyrium cryptogrammoides Hayata

%% Athyrium cuspidatum (Bedd.) M. Kato
KAHIS B 35 5% Athyrium daxianglingense Ching & H. S. Kung
MOGER S5 8% Athyrium decorum Ching

5% Athyrium delavayi Christ

VI 5 % Athyrium delicatulum Ching & S. K. Wu
BRI 5 R

P IH i
Z.R.Wang

BULEE SR B Athyrium densisorum X. C. Zhang

7 M 35 % Athyrium dentigerum (Wall. ex C. B. Clarke)
Mehra & Bir

WA BF Bk Athyrium dentilobum Ching & S. K. Wu
Yik/fEErh,nn}?Tﬁ Athyrium devolii Ching

BB 55 8% Athyrium dissitifolium (Baker) C. Chr.

Z AR Bk Athyrium drepanopterum (Kunze) A. Braun ex
Milde

BB 5 % Athyrium dubium Ching

MOBTLER 2 BR Athyrium dulongicolum W. M. Chu
KmEiSE s Athyrium elongatum Ching

Athyrium deltoidofrons Makino
Bk Athyrium deltoidofrons var. gracillinum (Ching)

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete

Z4%% Monolete
Z4%% Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

HZLZE Monolete
%% Monolete
%% Monolete

o5 R Athyriaceae
lumfﬁtﬂ Athyriaceae
R Athyriaceae
BFEL Athyriaceae
BFL Athyriaceae
BFEF Athyriaceae
BFEL Athyriaceae
BFEL Athyriaceae
BREL Athyriaceae
W
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=
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WAL Athyriaceae
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3. Athyriaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 7KZEHSE, 2013)
Hh L 55 B% Athyrium epirachis (Christ) Ching HZ4%% Monolete i B RE Athyriaceae i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
ZIAW T 5 Bk Athyrium erythropodum Hayata Zd%% Monolete Hi o L Athyriaceae Hi Gkl Athyriaceae
I 55 8% Athyrium excelsius Ching FLZ44% Monolete i Z B RL Athyriaceae i Z B RL Athyriaceae
o5 B 55 . Athyrium exindusiatum Ching i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
FATBE 5 Athyrium fallaciosum Milde ¥Z4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
77 B 55 8% Athyrium fangii Ching 1%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
R 5 % Athyrium fimbriatum (Wall. ex Hook.) T. HL4%% Monolete Hidi B EL Athyriaceae B o5 AL Athyriaceae
Moore
B 55 B% - Athyrium flabellulatum (C. B. Clarke) Tardieu ¥%4%% Monolete B BB Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
K i 4 55 B Athyrium foliolosum T. Moore ex Sim ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B Bk Athyriaceae
] P T % Athyrium guangnanense Ching ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B kL Athyriaceae
JRFFE I 75 % Athyrium hainanense Ching Z1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
FR S5 Bk Athyrium himalaicum Ching ex Mehra & Bir BZ1%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
PR 5 % Athyrium hirtirachis Ching & Y. P. Hsu BZ1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
6P B 55 % Athyrium imbricatum Christ HZ44% Monolete 55 W EL Athyriaceae 55 W EL Athyriaceae
V& 2B i % Athyrium infrapuberulum Ching F24%% Monolete I o5 BBk Athyriaceae I o5 B BL- Athyriaceae
ohi 6] B 7 % Athyrium intermixtum Ching & P. S. Chiu ¥iZ4%% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae 5 55 W EL Athyriaceae
KA 35 % Athyrium iseanum Rosenst. F24%% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B BL- Athyriaceae
LA EE o5 9 Athyrium kenzo-satakei Sa. Kurata HZ44% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae Wi o i EF Athyriaceae
A1l 55 %% Athyrium kenzo-satakei var. jieguishanense H54%% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae I o i EF Athyriaceae

(Ching) Z. R. Wang
BB 5% Athyrium kuratae Seriz. H1.54%% Monolete i @k Rl Athyriaceae i @5k Rl Athyriaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
Ve E5 B Athyrium ludingense Z. R. Wang & L. B. Zhang Hi54%% Monolete I 55 R FL - Athyriaceae 5 55 R FL - Athyriaceae
JIEEEG Bk Athyrium mackinnonii (C. Hope) C. Chr. %% Monolete Hi G kL Athyriaceae B % &l Athyriaceae
H& MR 55 %% Athyrium medogense X. C. Zhang FLZ44% Monolete i Z B RL Athyriaceae i Z B RL Athyriaceae
WeFHE 55 % Athyrium mehrae Bir Z4%% Monolete i 56 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RL Athyriaceae
"Rk o5 % Athyrium melanolepis (Franch. & Sav.) Christ i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
/NEESE R Athyrium minimum Ching HL5%4%% Monolete i 5 BB Athyriaceae 5 kL Athyriaceae
41 #5155 B Athyrium nakanoi Makino Lz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RE Athyriaceae
BRI 55 B Athyrium nephrodioides (Baker) Christ Z4%% Monolete i 56 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RE Athyriaceae
ML RS R Athyrium nigripes (Blume) T. Moore BLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
H A 55 5% Athyrium niponicum (Mett.) Hance BLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
ERARE B Athyrium nyalamense Y. T. Hsieh & Z. R. Wang ~ #1£44% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
Uk 5 5 56 % Athyrium omeiense Ching Z1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
SRR % Athyrium oppositipinnum Hayata BAZL%% Monolete Hi 5 R Bl Athyriaceae i 5 R ARl Athyriaceae
el 5 % Athyrium otophorum (Miq.) Koidz. BAZL%% Monolete i 5 R AL Athyriaceae i 5 R ARl Athyriaceae
PRIERY 35 9% Athyrium pachyphyllum Ching FLZ%% Monolete 55 W EL Athyriaceae 55 W EL Athyriaceae
A I R % Athyrium pectinatum (Wall. ex Mett.) Bedd H1%4%% Monolete i @ R Athyriaceae i @ B RE Athyriaceae
SrNE G BR Athyrium pubicostatum Ching & Z. Y. Liu %% Monolete Hi @i EL Athyriaceae Hidi B EL Athyriaceae
%H?Eﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ Athyrium puncticaule (Blume) T. Moore %448 Monolete i @ R Athyriaceae i @ B RE Athyriaceae
T H- 75 % Athyrium reflexipinnum Hayata BLZL%% Monolete i w5 BB Athyriaceae i w5 R Athyriaceae
WAz 175 % Athyrium rhachidosorum (Hand.-Mazz.) Ching ¥L%44% Monolete i w5 B Athyriaceae i w5 BB Athyriaceae
PRI 75 % Athyrium roseum Christ HZ4%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z B EH Athyriaceae
TS B Athyrium rupicola (Edgew ex C. Hope) C. Chr. Z1%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z R Athyriaceae
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

U 55 BR - Athyrium schimperi Moug ex Fé HZ4%% Monolete B @ B RE Athyriaceae i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
ZREHTE Bk Athyrium sericellum Ching HZLZ% Monolete Hi G kL Athyriaceae B % &l Athyriaceae

fr Ll 55 %% Athyrium silvicola Tagawa FLZ4%% Monolete i Z B RL Athyriaceae i Z B RL Athyriaceae
R AR 3G R Athyrium sinense Rupr. i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
BB 5 % Athyrium strigillosum (T. Moore ex Lowe) T. ¥Z4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
Moore ex Salom.
BT B Athyrium suprapubescense Ching FLZ4%% Monolete i @ B RE Athyriaceae i @ B RE Athyriaceae
iR 56 % Athyrium supraspinescens C. Chr. HL4%% Monolete B o5 AL Athyriaceae B o5 AL Athyriaceae
[ 55 9% Athyrium tripinnatum Tagawa BLZL%% Monolete i 55 R AL Athyriaceae i 55 R AL Athyriaceae
FH bk 55 B% - Athyrium venulosum Ching ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B Bk Athyriaceae
RS 75 % Athyrium vidalii (Franch. & Sav.) Nakai ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B kL Athyriaceae
FAZ I 75 % Athyrium vidalii var. amabile (Ching) Z. R. Wang.  £1.444% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
Ji A= % 55 % Athyrium viviparum Christ BZ1%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
A A5 % Athyrium wallichianum Ching BZ1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
J8 el R % Athyrium wangii Ching FL5%1%% Monolete i w5 kL Athyriaceae i 5 R Athyriaceae
Herb B a5 i Athyrium wardii (Hook.) Makino ¥iZ4%% Monolete o5 W EH Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae
Joi L 6 Athyrium wuliangshanense Ching ¥iZ4%% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae 5 55 W EL Athyriaceae
BB 56 % Athyrium x<hohuanshanense Yoshik. Pz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 36 B RE - Athyriaceae
/a\ﬁfﬁm}ﬁ Athyrium xpseudocryptogrammoides Yoshik. Ei%% Monolete ikl Athyriaceae i iG Bkl Athyriaceae
ARAFIETG % Athyrium yokoscense (Franch. & Sav.) Christ H54%% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae I o i EF Athyriaceae
A B 55 % Athyrium yui Ching HZ4%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z B EH Athyriaceae
LRI S5 % Athyrium zayuense Z. R. Wang FZL%% Monolete B 55 L Athyriaceae B 55 L Athyriaceae
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Ykt R ]

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Sk Callipteris esculenta (Retz.) J. Sm. ex T. Moore & Houlst.
FHh=pk Callipteris esculenta var. pubescens (Link) Ching
Jil4h=E % Callipteris paradoxa (Fé) T. Moore

WP 1% Cornopteris approximata W. M. Chu

=% Cornopteris badia Ching

FEHE ML Cornopteris badia f. quadripinnatifida (M. Kato)
W. M. Chu

B4k Cornopteris banahaoensis (C. Chr.) K. Iwats & Price
P Cornopteris christenseniana (Koidz.) Tagawa

Ak Bk Cornopteris crenulatoserrulata (Makino) Nakai
fi% Cornopteris decurrenti-alata (Hook.) Nakai

EM Ak Cornopteris decurrenti-alata f. pillosella (H. Ito) W.
M. Chu

FHEE M % Cornopteris latibasis W. M. Chu

W& Ji 1% Cornopteris latiloba Ching

K% Cornopteris major W. M. Chu

Uk JE Ff1 % Cornopteris omeiensis Ching

£ % Cornopteris opaca (Don) Tagawa

f}{y‘ﬁﬂfﬁj J#% Cornopteris opaca f. glabrescens Sa. Kurata
JEFIfi B Cornopteris pseudofluvialis Ching & W. M. Chu
2% M % Dictyodroma formosanum (Rosenst.) Ching

M % Dictyodroma hainanense Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
H1Z4%% Monolete
H1Z4%% Monolete

R

o5 R Athyriaceae
B i B RE Athyriaceae

35 R Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
s 2

I

BFEF Athyriaceae

Iz

i

5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
B BB Athyriaceae
B B RE Athyriaceae
B B RE Athyriaceae
B Bk Athyriaceae
B Rl Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
o5 W EL Athyriaceae
i w5 BB Athyriaceae
i w5 B Athyriaceae
I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae
I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae

i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
i i B RE Athyriaceae
B 55 AL Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
M 2 P
JIIl

WAl Athyriaceae

Iz

hz

L

Tﬁﬂ Athyriaceae
E%
i
i
i

EHEHEHEHEH
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%i%
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WAL Athyriaceae

B Rl Athyriaceae
G Rl Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
G kL Athyriaceae
o5 W EL Athyriaceae
i w5 R Athyriaceae
i w5 BB Athyriaceae
5 o5 i EL - Athyriaceae
I o5 i EL Athyriaceae
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

M % Dictyodroma heterophlebium (Mett.) Ching

Z~F Mk Dictyodroma yunnanense Ching

¥P X 5Bk Diplazium basahense Ching

JEr X BR Diplazium crassiusculum Ching

X5 % Diplazium donianum (Mett.) Tardieu
Pk A 55 5% Diplazium donianum var. aphanoneuron (Ohwi)
Tagawa

TEPIZW Hi Bk Diplazium donianum var. lobatum Tagawa
MR XL G Bk Diplazium hainanense Ching

gL X5 %k Diplazium maonense Ching

W Bk Diplazium pinfaense Ching

B Ao b Diplazium serratifolium Ching

K XaG B Diplazium splendens Ching

Ptk W75 % Diplazium stenolepis Ching

5% Dryoathyrium boryanum (Willd.) Ching

riEA % Dryoathyrium chinense Ching

PeH A Bk Dryoathyrium confusum Ching & Y. P. Hsu
e B/ Bk Dryoathyrium coreanum (Christ) Tagawa
Tohifr Bk Dryoathyrium edentulum (Kunze) Ching
SR/ Bk Dryoathyrium henryi (Baker) Ching
A% Dryoathyrium okuboanum (Makino) Ching
MEmAp% Dryoathyrium pterorachis (Christ) Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
H1Z4%% Monolete
H1Z4%% Monolete

R

o5 R Athyriaceae
i i B RE Athyriaceae

35 R Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
s 2

I

BFEF Athyriaceae

Iz

i

WAL Athyriaceae
E%
i
i
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B/ B% Dryoathyrium setigerum Ching ex Y. T. Hsieh
JIIZRA Bk Dryoathyrium stenopteron (Baker) Ching

I 55 /% Dryoathyrium unifurcatum (Baker) Ching

&rIH- 4% Dryoathyrium viridifrons (Makino) Ching

R F gk JE B% Lunathyrium acutum Ching

ELRE i E % Lunathyrium acutum var. bagaense (Ching & S. K.
Wu) Z. R. Wang

JN L JE B Lunathyrium acutum var. liubaense ( Z. R. Wang)
Z.R. Wang

KHE%JE B Lunathyrium auriculatum W. M. Chu & Z. R.
Wang ex Z. R. Wang

SRk JE % Lunathyrium brevipinnum Ching & K. H. Shing ex
Z.R. Wang

EL W JE % Lunathyrium dolosum (Christ) Ching

FEfk fE % Lunathyrium emeiense Z. R. Wang

Bk PG 5 9% Lunathyrium giraldii (Christ) Ching

F4hdkJE 5% Lunathyrium hirtirachis Ching ex Z. R. Wang
REELIgkJE % Lunathyrium kanghsienense Ching & Y. P. Hsu
sk E % Lunathyrium liangshanense Ching ex Z. R. Wang
BBk JE % Lunathyrium liangshanense var. sericeum Ching &
Z.R.Wang ex Z. R. Wang

Pk JE Bk Lunathyrium ludingense Z. R. Wang & L. B. Zhang

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

FLZISE Monolete

BLZL%% Monolete

BAZL%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete

HiZi%% Monolete
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

BBk A % Lunathyrium medogense Ching & S. K. Wu HZ4%% Monolete B @ B RE Athyriaceae i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
bR E % Lunathyrium medogense var. glanduliferum W. M. #1.2424% Monolete Fi TR Athyriaceae i i B RE Athyriaceae
Chu

7 )11 JE 5% Lunathyrium nanchuanense Ching & Z. Y. Liu i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae
V8% JE B Lunathyrium orientale Z. R. Wang & J. J. Chienex  #1%44% Monolete i 56 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RE Athyriaceae
J. J. Chien

#1118 JE % Lunathyrium orientale var. huangshanense Z. R. FLZ4%% Monolete i @ B RE Athyriaceae i @ B RE Athyriaceae
Wang

Juei S Bk Lunathyrium orientale var. jiulungense (Ching) Z.  .244% Monolete B % Rl Athyriaceae B 5 Rl Athyriaceae
R. Wang

Z bk JE 5% Lunathyrium pycnosorum (Christ) Koidz. ¥%4%% Monolete B B RE Athyriaceae B kL Athyriaceae
K i JE % Lunathyrium pycnosorum var. longidens Z. R. Z1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae
Wang

#erphig JE % Lunathyrium shennongense Ching, Boufford & K. #4444 Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B Bk Athyriaceae
H. Shing

DY Ik JE % Lunathyrium sichuanense Z. R. Wang Pz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 36 B RE - Athyriaceae
Sk JE B Lunathyrium sichuanense var. jinfoshanense Z. %448 Monolete i @ R Athyriaceae i @ R Athyriaceae
R. Wang

B4t JE % Lunathyrium sikkimense Ching ¥%44% Monolete i w5 BB Athyriaceae i w5 R Athyriaceae
ki E % Lunathyrium vegetius (Kitagawa) Ching ¥L%44% Monolete Wi o i EF Athyriaceae I o i EF Athyriaceae
W 7k JE % Lunathyrium vegetius var. miyunense Ching & Z. ¥1%4%% Monolete I 5 i EL - Athyriaceae 5 o5 i EL - Athyriaceae

R. Wang




BN, kAR RBEHWA R TR AE AR B Ak . AR A, 2016, 24(10): 1129-1134
http://www. biodiversity - science. net/CN/10. 17520/biods. 2016219

YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FEHIRJE B Lunathyrium vegetius var. turgidum Ching & Z. R.  #.%44% Monolete I 55 R FL - Athyriaceae 5 55 R FL - Athyriaceae

Wang

WAL A% Lunathyrium vermiforme Ching, Boufford & K. H.  #1%4%% Monolete I 36 B RL Athyriaceae I 36 B RL - Athyriaceae

Shing

Uk 1L 8% 5 B Lunathyrium wilsonii (Christ) Ching i%4%% Monolete 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae 5 55 W EH Athyriaceae

I B B% Lunathyrium wilsonii var. habaense Ching & Z. R.  #.%44% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B L Athyriaceae

Wang

BRIk 5 % Lunathyrium wilsonii var. incisoserratum Ching &  #i£44% Monolete I o5 B L Athyriaceae I o5 B AL Athyriaceae

Z.R. Wang

Ki#JE 5 Lunathyrium wilsonii var. maximum Ching & Z. R. mzdzE Monolete B T Rl Athyriaceae B % Rl Athyriaceae

Wang

A M JE % Lunathyrium wilsonii var. muliense Z. R. Wang Z1%% Monolete B Bk Athyriaceae B BB Athyriaceae

S BRI 5 % Monomelangium dinghushanicum Ching & — #1£44% Monolete Hi 5 R Bl Athyriaceae i 5 R ARl Athyriaceae

S.H.Wu

B 75 % Monomelangium pullingeri (Baker) Tagawa FLZL%% Monolete B o5 B Athyriaceae B o5 B Athyriaceae

K B 4h£E 75 5 Monomelangium pullingeri var. Pz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 56 B RE Athyriaceae

daweishanicolum W. M. Chu & Z. R. He

P % Neotriblemma lancea (Thunb.) Nakaike Pz Monolete i 36 B RE Athyriaceae i 36 B RE - Athyriaceae

KRR Bk Pseudocystopterls atkinsonii (Bedd.) Ching Ei%% Monolete ikl Athyriaceae i iG Bkl Athyriaceae

Bl £ E¥4 % Pseudocystopteris atuntzeensis Ching HZ44% Monolete o5 W EL Athyriaceae o5 W EL Athyriaceae

KB4 R Pseudocystopteris davidii (Franch.) Z. R. Wang HZ4%% Monolete i @k Rl Athyriaceae i @5k Rl Athyriaceae

KAHMEYA B Pseudocystopteris repens Ching Z1%% Monolete i TR Athyriaceae i Z R Athyriaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
I w5 B4 Bk Pseudocystopteris schizochlamys Ching HZ4%% Monolete B @ B RE Athyriaceae i 5 B RE Athyriaceae
¥ 1% Pseudocystopteris spinulosa (Maxim.) Ching H%4%% Monolete i i B RE Athyriaceae i i B RE Athyriaceae
=4 B Pseudocystopteris subtriangularis (Hook.) Ching  #1.%44% Monolete i Z B RL Athyriaceae i Z B RL Athyriaceae
¢ LBk Matteuccia struthiopteris (L.) Tadaro HL4%% Monolete K7 FL Onocleaceae ERTFL Onocleaceae
ERTH% Onoclea sensibilis var. interrupta Maxim. HL4%% Monolete KT B Fl Onocleaceae ERT B FL Onocleaceae
AR E % Pentarhizidium intermedium (C. Chr.) Hayata — %1%44% Monolete R HFEl Onocleaceae R HFEl Onocleaceae
)53 A % Pentarhizidium orientalis (Hook.) Hyata. HL4%% Monolete KT B Fl Onocleaceae ERTB%FL Onocleaceae
YR Stenochlaena palustris (Burm. f.) Bedd. mEd%% Monolete Sert A 5 E %%l Blechnaceae
Stenochlaenaceae
5Kk Blechnidium melanopus (Hook.) T. Moore %% Monolete 525 F Blechnaceae Y25 F Blechnaceae
5 &% Blechnum orientale L. HZ4%% Monolete 5 E 5%l Blechnaceae 5 E 5%l Blechnaceae
I8k % Brainea insignis (Hook.) J. Sm. BAZL%% Monolete 5, E 5 F} Blechnaceae 5 &5 F} Blechnaceae
235  Chieniopteris harlandii (Hook.) Ching BAZL%% Monolete 5, E 5 F} Blechnaceae 5 &5 F} Blechnaceae
Z4PI S48 Chieniopteris kempii (Copel.) Ching BAZL%% Monolete 5, E 5 F} Blechnaceae 5 &5 F} Blechnaceae
1  Diploblechnum fraseri (A. Cunn.) De Vol mZi%% Monolete 5 E %% Blechnaceae 5 E %% Blechnaceae
SEHE % Struthiopteris eburnea (Christ) Ching HiZiZ% Monolete 5 E 5 Al Blechnaceae 5 E 5 Al Blechnaceae
el JEHERR Struthiopteris hancockii (Hance) Tagawa mZi%% Monolete 5 E %% Blechnaceae 5 E %% Blechnaceae
T4 % Woodwardia japonica (L. f.) Sm. HiZiZ% Monolete 5 E 5 Al Blechnaceae 5 E 5 Al Blechnaceae
TR HS ;. Woodwardia magnifica Ching & P. S. Chiu ¥iZi%% Monolete 5 F % F Blechnaceae 5 F % F Blechnaceae
ZI7HA % Woodwardia orientalis Sw. ¥L%44% Monolete 5 E %Al Blechnaceae 3 E %Al Blechnaceae
E VM Bk Woodwardia orientalis var. formosana Rosenst. HZ4%% Monolete 5 EHAL Blechnaceae 5 EH A Blechnaceae
Ti2F 4% B Woodwardia unigemmata (Makino) Nakai Z1%% Monolete 5 EHAL Blechnaceae 5 EH A Blechnaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

M2 B Hypodematium crenatum (Forsk.) Kuhn

Fay i £ % Hypodematium daochengense K. H. Shing

FE G2 Bk Hypodematium fordii (Baker) Ching

ToEM L Hypodematium glabrum Ching ex K. H. Shing
BRAR LB Hypodematium glandulosopilosum (Tagawa) Ohwi
JIi# i 2 % Hypodematium glandulosum Ching ex K. H. Shing
BRI 5% Hypodematium gracile Ching

SeAh i 2 % Hypodematium hirsutum (D. Don) Ching
WM B Hypodematium sinense K. lwats.

figh &P AL Bk Hypodematium squamulosopilosum Ching

EVEI L% Hypodematium taiwanensis Ching ex K. H. Shing
KIET % Leucostegia immersa C. Presl

B4 W B IR Lastrea elwesii (Hook. & Baker) Bedd.
VA % B % Lastrea quelpaertensis (Christ) Copel.

FA% Leptorumohra miqueliana (Maxim. ex Franch. & Sav.)
H. It?

PYIn| AL % Leptorumohra quadripinnata (Hayata) H. Ito

T B % Leptorumohra sinomiqueliana (Ching) Tagawa

fa %% Acrophorus paleolatus Pic. Serm.

ANGRAN
[A L 21 J Bk Diacalpe annamensis Tagawa

J% Diacalpe adscendens Ching ex S. H. Wu

ZIJl#p% Diacalpe aspidioides Blume

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY

LAY
LAY
Y
LS
e
LB

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

iR El Hypodematiaceae
iR El Hypodematiaceae
il /2 BB Hypodematiaceae
it 2R Hypodematiaceae
it 2R Hypodematiaceae
fib 2R Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2R Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2 BB Hypodematiaceae
i £ R A Hypodematiaceae
i £ R A Hypodematiaceae
i £ R A Hypodematiaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
42 AL Thelypteridaceae
&2 AL Thelypteridaceae
4 AL Thelypteridaceae

4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
4 BAL Thelypteridaceae
Bk Akl Peranemaceae
R Rl Peranemaceae
Bk
Bk

W% B} Peranemaceae
W% B} Peranemaceae

iR El Hypodematiaceae
i R El Hypodematiaceae
it 2 BB Hypodematiaceae
Jit 2R Hypodematiaceae
fib 2R Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2R Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2R Hypodematiaceae
fit 2R Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2 B BF Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2 B BF Hypodematiaceae
Jib 2 B BF Hypodematiaceae
i 2Bk BF Hypodematiaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Bl Dryopteridaceae
% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E )5 Bl Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yol

Species

PR

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

VUL AR Bk Diacalpe aspidioides var. hookeriana (T. Moore)
Ching & S. H. Wu

AL IRk Diacalpe aspidioides var. minor Ching ex S. H. Wu
KAELLHR R, Diacalpe chinensis Ching & S. H. Wu

B2 iRk Diacalpe christensenae Ching

Seah4L iR % Diacalpe laevigata Ching & S. H. Wu

Uk 5 21 B % Diacalpe omeiensis Ching

Wi % Peranema cyatheoides D. Don

ARG Bk Peranema cyatheoides var. luzonicum (Copel.)
Ching & S. H. Wu

IR AE M H B Acrorumohra diffracta (Baker) H. lto
JINEAR 2 M- H 5% Acrorumohra dissecta Ching ex Y. T. Hsieh
TR 2 M H 5% Acrorumohra hasseltii (Blume) Ching
AR E M H % Acrorumohra subreflexipinna (M. Ogata) H.
Ito

A Z - H g Arachniodes ailaoshanensis Ching

Z P15 M-H R Arachniodes amoena (Ching) Ching
A M F L Arachniodes anshunensis Ching & Y. T. Hsieh
Z I H % Arachniodes aristatissima Ching
PHRF R I H % Arachniodes assamica (Kuhn) Ohwi

Pk M-HPR Arachniodes attenuata Ching

R & H &k Arachniodes caudata Ching

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

R W} Peranemaceae

IR AL Peranemaceae
ka5 kRl Peranemaceae
ka5 kRl Peranemaceae
ka5 kRl Peranemaceae
ka5 kRl Peranemaceae
ka5 kRl Peranemaceae
K5kl Peranemaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% R

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

KA EMHEL Arachniodes cavalerii (Christ) Ohwi HZ4%% Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae W% E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
rRAE M H % Arachniodes chinensis (Rosenst.) Ching H%4%% Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae % E Bl Dryopteridaceae
4Nz HpR Arachniodes coniifolia (T. Moore) Ching HiZ4%% Monolete % E % F} Dryopteridaceae % % F} Dryopteridaceae
il 5 -H % Arachniodes decomposita Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
A HH B Arachniodes dimorphophylla (Hayata) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
Sk = M- H B Arachniodes exilis (Hance) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Al Dryopteridaceae
[ e 5 - H % Arachniodes fengii Ching H154%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
HErg Z - H R Arachniodes festina (Hance) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
wESE I HR Arachniodes fujiangensis Ching HLZ1%% Monolete % E Bkl Dryopteridaceae kB Fl Dryopteridaceae
mRE M H B Arachniodes gigantea Ching HLZ1%% Monolete kB Fl Dryopteridaceae % B Fl Dryopteridaceae
S E N H% Arachniodes globisora (Hayata) Ching BLZIZ%E Monolete hF Bk} Dryopteridaceae #hF Bk} Dryopteridaceae
Wi - H % Arachniodes gradata Ching #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
FlZ4 2 H % Arachniodes grossa (Tardieu & C. Chr.) Ching #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae % £} Dryopteridaceae
WG M H % Arachniodes hainanensis (Ching) Ching #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
Bkl 2 B Arachniodes hekiana Sa. Kurata H1%4%% Monolete fi%E % Fl Dryopteridaceae % E %Al Dryopteridaceae
=M H L Arachniodes henryi (Christ) Ching F24%% Monolete fi% Bk B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
TEXFE M- H R Arachniodes huapingensis Ching & P. S. Chiu H1%4%% Monolete fi%E k£l Dryopteridaceae % E AL Dryopteridaceae
W 2 H B Arachniodes hunanensis Ching F24%% Monolete fi%E i B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
FEEIL M H R Arachniodes hupingshanensis S. F. Wuin W.  #.244% Monolete fi%E % B+ Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
T. Wang

HMXEHHEL Arachniodes ishingensis Ching & Y. T. Hsieh %% Monolete % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae
YLV H R Arachniodes jiangxiensis Ching HZ4%% Monolete % B3k Bl Dryopteridaceae % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
4 F-E M H L Arachniodes jinpingensis Y. T. Hsieh HZL%% Monolete W% Bl Dryopteridaceae W% E B Dryopteridaceae
e M H R Arachniodes lanceolata Y. T. Hsieh ¥i54%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae % % £} Dryopteridaceae
HERH A - H % Arachniodes liyangensis Ching & Y. C. Lan FLZ44% Monolete % E B AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
KPS M-H B Arachniodes longipinna Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
JEil M- H L Arachniodes lushanensis Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
Shil S H-H % Arachniodes maoshanensis Ching & P. S. Chiu  H1%44% Monolete 5 E %A Dryopteridaceae % E 3%kt Dryopteridaceae
WS i Ho%  Arachniodes michelii (H. L&) Chingex Y. T. ¥iZ4%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae i % F} Dryopteridaceae
Hsieh
B )IIE M- H B Arachniodes nanchuanensis Ching & Z. Y. Liu HLZ1%% Monolete kB Fl Dryopteridaceae kB Fl Dryopteridaceae
FEE M HBR Arachniodes nangingensis Ching HZi%% Monolete ik E A&l Dryopteridaceae ik E A&l Dryopteridaceae
k43 - H 3 Arachniodes nigrospinosa (Ching) Ching FLZL%% Monolete W% E B Dryopteridaceae W% E A Dryopteridaceae
H A K& H-H % Arachniodes nipponica (Rosenst.) Ohwi #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
V6 F 2 - H % Arachniodes pseudo-assamica Ching #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae % £} Dryopteridaceae
U477 5 - H % Arachniodes pseudohekiana Sa. Kurata #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
KA M H % Arachniodes pseudolongipinna Ching H1%4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae

AP S H Bk
AT S Bk
R A Bk

Arachniodes reducta Y. T. Hsieh & Y. P. Wu
Arachniodes rhomboidea (Wall. ex Mett.) Ching
Arachniodes rhomboidea var. yakusimensis (H.

Ito) W. C. Shieh

KA R
SRS
EPTII T B

Arachniodes setifera Ching
Arachniodes simplicior (Makino) Ohwi
Arachniodes simulans (Ching) Ching

HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete

HZLZE Monolete
FZL%% Monolete
FZL%% Monolete

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% %} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
B ik

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
B ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

rh AR M HLBL Arachniodes sinorhomboidea Ching
LNV A ER Arachniodes speciosa (D. Don) Ching
575 5 M H R Arachniodes spectabilis (Ching) Ching
TEARE M BBk Arachniodes sporadosora (Kunze) Nakaike

RES M HEL Arachniodes tiendongensis Ching & C. F. Zhang

Filk & r % Arachniodes tonkinensis (Ching) Ching

s I M H B Arachniodes wulingshanensis S. F. Wu in W.

T. Wang

JE% L 2 Ho#%  Arachniodes yandangshanensis Y. T. Hsieh
ERYCE - H % Arachniodes yinjiangensis Ching
ZREEE M- H % Arachniodes yoshinagae (Makino) Ching
LIl E - HELR Arachniodes ziyunshanensis Y. T. Hsieh
BT A Cyclopeltis crenata (Fée) C. Chr.

KA 3% Cyrtogonellum caducum Ching

Him 3% Cyrtogonellum fraxinellum (Christ) Ching
FIHLMIH R Cyrtogonellum inaequalis Ching

FiHEMIH % Cyrtogonellum xrupicola P. S. Wang & X. Y.
Wang

PGIEMIT- B Cyrtogonellum xichouense S. K. Wu & Mitsuta
FLIH-§FI 5% Cyrtomidictyum basipinnatum (Baker) Ching
YIRHEM % Cyrtomidictyum conjunctum Ching

#Enf Bk Cyrtomidictyum lepidocaulon (Hook.) Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

B R B

Monolete

WM AN AN
[

Monolete

A
s

Monolete

A
s

Monolete

= oE R R R R E
e R

EEIBA

%

Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete

H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

% E % Al Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% R

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Fl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
S A Cyrtomium aequibasis (C. Chr.) Ching HZ4%% Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae W% E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
Pl Bt A% Cyrtomium balansae (Christ) C. Chr. H%4%% Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae % E Bl Dryopteridaceae
TGk BE AL Cyrtomium balansae f. edentatum Ching ex K. FLZ44% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Al Dryopteridaceae
H. Shing
14 Bt A Cyrtomium caryotideum (Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.) C.  HiZ4%4% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
Presl
FH A BE A Cyrtomium caryotideum f. grossedentatum Ching ex  #i1%44% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
K. H. Shing
ZZ LB A Cyrtomium chingianum P. S. Wang ¥%4%% Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae
1R B A Cyrtomium conforme Ching ¥%4%% Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W5 E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
44514 Cyrtomium falcatum (L. f.) C. Presl ¥%4%% Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W% E BBl Dryopteridaceae
B A% Cyrtomium fortunei J. Sm. #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
55 P B Ax Cyrtomium fortunei f. latipinnum Ching #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae % £} Dryopteridaceae
%P # A Cyrtomium fortunei f. polypterum (Diels) Ching #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
/K BE A% Cyrtomium grossum Christ HL.Z44% Monolete fi%E kBl Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
ST A Cyrtomium guizhouene H. S. Kung & P. S. Wang %448 Monolete % E %Al Dryopteridaceae % E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
5T A Cyrtomium hemionitis Christ F24%% Monolete fi%E i B+ Dryopteridaceae % B} Dryopteridaceae
P 5L Cyrtomium hookerianum (C. Presl) C. Chr. F24%% Monolete fi%E i B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
B4k B A Cyrtomium latifalcatum S. K. Wu & Mitsuta ¥%44% Monolete % % F} Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
/NPIEE AR Cyrtomium lonchitoides (Christ) Christ ¥iZi%% Monolete % % F} Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
K54 Cyrtomium macrophyllum (Makino) Tagawa %% Monolete % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae
JEimE 5T A Cyrtomium membranifolium Ching & K. H. Shingex ~ ¥.£4%% Monolete % E ik F} Dryopteridaceae % FE ik F} Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

H. S. Kung

4P A% Cyrtomium neocaryotideum Ching & K. H. Shing
kBt A Cyrtomium nephrolepioides (Christ) Copel.
KT A% Cyrtomium nervosum Ching & K. H. Shing
FHETI A Cyrtomium obliguum Ching & K. H. Shing
U5 51 A Cyrtomium omeiense Ching & K. H. Shing
JEIF T A% Cyrtomium pachyphyllum (Rosenst.) C. Chr
fi%E 51 A% Cyrtomium retrosopaleaceum Ching & K. H. Shing
RN TA A% Cyrtomium serratum Ching & K. H. Shing
R A% Cyrtomium shandongense J. X. Li
TG 5 A Cyrtomium shingianum H. S. Kung & P. S. Wang
%‘ﬁ TAA% Cyrtomium sinningense Ching & K. H. Shing
VB TIAX Cyrtomium taiwanense Tagawa

ﬁvmﬁ Cyrtomium tengii Ching & K. H. Shing
#7 BiAx Cyrtomium trapezoideum Ching & K. H. Shing
W 7% DY A% Cyrtomium tukusicola Tagawa
FATTIAX Cyrtomium uniseriale Ching
£ 51 A% Cyrtomium urophyllum Ching
BT A Cyrtomium wulingense S. F. Wu
& T A Cyrtomium yamamotoi Tagawa
HHLA FE2F 53 A Cyrtomium yamamotoi var. intermedium (Diels)
Ching & K. H. Shing ex K. H. Shing

G
LGS
FZIGE
FZIGE
PG
LIRS <
FZIGE
G
G
G
FRIGE
FRIGE
FRIGE
LGS
LGS
LGS
LGS
PGS
G
ARGE

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% B Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E )5 Bl Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

ZF A% Cyrtomium yunnanense Ching & K. H. Shing
R % Dryopteris acutodentata Ching

Z Wb E % Dryopteris alpestris Tagawa

w4 85k Dryopteris alpicola Ching & Z. R. Wang
KT % Dryopteris amurensis Christ

P EE Bk Dryopteris angustifrons (Hook.) Kuntze

Bl % W% £ 5% Dryopteris assamensis (C. Hope) C. Chr. &
Ching

Gk BB Dryopteris atrata (Kunze) Ching

Z k£ Dryopteris barbigera (T. Moore & Hook.) Kuntze

Wit % Dryopteris bissetiana (Baker) C. Chr.

P4k @%E Bk Dryopteris blanfordii (C. C. Hope) C. Chr.
g P BEFk Dryopteris blanfordii ssp. nigrosquamosa
(Ching) Fraser-Jenkins

KF#8%E B Dryopteris bodinieri (Christ) C. Chr.

321 K85 F ik Dryopteris caroli-hopei Fraser-Jenk.
-5 E 8% Dryopteris carthusiana (Vill.) H. P. Fuchs

W %1% 5k Dryopteris championii (Benth.) C. Chr.

rh Bk Dryopteris chinensis (Baker) Koidz.
St % Dryopteris chrysocoma (Christ) C. Chr.
W4 e W B R Dryopteris chrysocoma var. squamosa (C.
Chr) Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete

FZL%% Monolete

% E % Al Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

R E R Dryopteris cochleata (Buch.-Ham. ex D. Don) C.
Chr.

JEVEBEE L Dryopteris commixta Tagawa

EAWEE R Dryopteris conjugata Ching

ZAb W Bk Dryopteris coreanomontana Nakai
TR Al E B Dryopteris costalisora Tagawa

FIZEWE £ % Dryopteris crassirhizoma Nakai

Wi % E % Dryopteris cycadina (Franch. & Sav.) C. Chr.
ZOPEE % Dryopteris cyclopeltidiformis C. Chr.

EH WL Dryopteris daozhenensis P. S. Wang & X. Y. Wang
% N@E % Dryopteris decipiens (Hook.) Kuntze

WAk N85 % Dryopteris decipiens var. diplazioides (Christ)
Ching

144k @ E % Dryopteris dehuaensis Ching & K. H. Shing

e 4h®EE % Dryopteris dickinsii (Franch. & Sav.) C. Chr.

i E 5% Dryopteris enneaphylla (Baker) C. Chr.

K B W% E )% Dryopteris enneaphylla var. pseudosieboldii
(Hayata) Tagawa & K. lwats

21 55 5 % Dryopteris erythrosora (A. A. Eaton) Kuntze

] A E k. Dryopteris expansa (C. Presl) Fraser-Jenk. & Jermy
4T 4 BBk Dryopteris fibrillosissima Ching

Rk @kE % Dryopteris filix-mas (L.) Schott

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% R

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
S5 F % Dryopteris formosana (Christ) C. Chr. HZI%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae % % £} Dryopteridaceae
ik F 5% Dryopteris fragrans (L.) Schott HLZL%% Monolete W% Bl Dryopteridaceae W% B Dryopteridaceae
fifl .5 £ 3% Dryopteris fructuosa (Christ) C. Chr. FLZ44% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
WL % Dryopteris fuscipes C. Chr. FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
#E b % Dryopteris goeringiana (Kunze) Koidz. FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
] Vh % Dryopteris guangxiensis S. G. Lu FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Al Dryopteridaceae
-5 5% Dryopteris gymnophylla (Baker) C. Chr. FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
PR T 5% Dryopteris gymnosora (Makino) C. Chr. FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
mEEEE R Dryopteris habaensis Ching HLZ1%% Monolete % E Bkl Dryopteridaceae kB Fl Dryopteridaceae
W45 FE 5% Dryopteris handeliana C. Chr. ¥i%4%% Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W5 E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
M @TE R Dryopteris hangchowensis Ching ¥%4%% Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae
8k E L Dryopteris hezhangensis P. S. Wang #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
AKH®BEE B, Dryopteris himachalensis Fraser-Jenk. #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae % £} Dryopteridaceae
19,6455 % Dryopteris hirtipes (Blume) O. Ktze LEZI%% Monolete % F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae % F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
BEAE 5%k Dryopteris hondoensis Koidz. %448 Monolete % E Al Dryopteridaceae % E Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E % Dryopteris immixta Ching F24%% Monolete fi% Bk B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
RZ T % Dryopteris incisolobata Ching %448 Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae % E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
4T E % Dryopteris indusiata (Makino) Yamamoto F24%% Monolete fi%E kBl Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
PIZ4EE . Dryopteris integriloba C. Chr. ¥iZi%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
¥4 %5E 9 Dryopteris juxtaposita Christ ¥iZi%% Monolete % % F} Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
HUESWE TR Dryopteris kinkiensis Koidz. ik Monolete W EH ARl Dryopteridaceae W B W ARl Dryopteridaceae
i % WPk Dryopteris komarovii Kosshinsky HiZ44% Monolete Wi EH ARl Dryopteridaceae W B W ARl Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

i3k % Dryopteris labordei (Christ) C. Chr.
BT E % Dryopteris lacera (Thunb.) Kuntze

Wk £U i E % Dryopteris lachoongensis (Bedd.) Nayar & Kaur
W HL%E B Dryopteris latibasis Ching

Wikl T 5% Dryopteris lepidopoda Hayata

Hhigk %% Dryopteris lepidorachis C. Chr.

Wi 5E Bk Dryopteris liankwangensis Ching

% i 5% Dryopteris lunanensis (Christ) C. Chr.
@5 E 5% Dryopteris marginata (C. B. Clarke) Christ
%55 E B Dryopteris microlepis (Baker) C. Chr.
itk 5% Dryopteris monticola (Makino) C. Chr.
WYL#%E % Dryopteris montigena Ching

Mk hh TR Dryopteris namegatae (Sa. Kurata) Sa. Kurata
1T MR B BR  Dryopteris neolepidopoda Ching & S. K. Wu
)1 V5185 5% Dryopteris neorosthornii Ching

AEEEEBL Dryopteris nobilis Ching

LK EE R Dryopteris nobilis var. fengiana Ching

M2 8EE % Dryopteris nyingchiensis Ching

KT E % Dryopteris pacifica (Nakai) Tagawa
KL% E % Dryopteris panda (C. B. Clarke) Christ

% P85 % Dryopteris paralunanensis W. M. Chu ex S. G.
Lu

N3

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY
LAY
LAY
Y
I
LIES o

Al

N3

Al

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

% E % Al Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
1% E B Dryopteris peninsulae Kitag. HZI%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae % % £} Dryopteridaceae
-5 E % Dryopteris podophylla (Hook.) Kuntze ¥Zi%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae i F % £} Dryopteridaceae
W55 5% Dryopteris polita Rosenst. FLZ44% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
WAL 5% Dryopteris porosa Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
AP BBk Dryopteris pseudosparsa Ching HLZ4% Monolete %l Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
75 % E L Dryopteris pseudovaria (Christ) C. Chr. FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Al Dryopteridaceae
WOIRE T % Dryopteris pteridiiformis Christ FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
Bk 5% Dryopteris pulcherrima Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
Jih £ 8% F % Dryopteris pulvinulifera (Bedd.) Kuntze BLZL%% Monolete W% E R Dryopteridaceae W% Dryopteridaceae
Sk % Dryopteris pycnopteroides (Christ) C. Chr. BLZL%% Monolete W% E R Dryopteridaceae W% B Dryopteridaceae
JEAT 8% Dryopteris redactopinnata S. K. Basu & Panigr. ¥%4%% Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae
{5]6%%%5E . Dryopteris reflexosquamata Hayata #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
JIIVE%E% Dryopteris rosthornii (Diels) C. Chr. #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae % £} Dryopteridaceae
LI HS6%E % Dryopteris rubrobrunnea W. M. Chu #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
TP §E K Dryopteris ryo-itoana Sa. Kurata F24%% Monolete fi%E kBl Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
FRILEE % Dryopteris sacrosancta Koidz. F24%% Monolete fi% Bk B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
JEH@%F % Dryopteris saxifraga H. Ito F24%% Monolete fi%E i B+ Dryopteridaceae % B} Dryopteridaceae
TG 8% Dryopteris scottii (Bedd.) Ching ex C. Chr. F24%% Monolete fi%E i B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
JIif 8% E % Dryopteris sericea C. Chr. ¥iZi%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
IR EE % Dryopteris serrato-dentata (Bedd.) Hayata ¥iZi%% Monolete % %} Dryopteridaceae % %} Dryopteridaceae
ZP5E % Dryopteris sieboldii (van Houtte ex Mett.) Kuntze — #1%4%% Monolete W EH ARl Dryopteridaceae W B W ARl Dryopteridaceae
B4 5% Dryopteris sikkimensis (Hook.) Kuntze ik Monolete Wi EH ARl Dryopteridaceae W EH ARl Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

iR Dryopteris simasakii (H. 1to) Sa. Kurata

WA = R B Dryopteris simasakii var. paleacea (H. Ito) Sa.
Kurata

“FYEwEE L Dryopteris sinofibrillosa Ching

Pk £ 5% Dryopteris sordidipes Tagawa

FaPl%E % Dryopteris sparsa (Buch.-Ham. ex D. Don) Kuntze
Jere®EE % Dryopteris splendens (Hook.) Kuntze
115 E 3% Dryopteris squamifera Ching & S. K. Wu
Wtk E L Dryopteris stenolepis (Baker) C. Chr.
0% F % Dryopteris subatrata Tagawa

HEWEE R Dryopteris subexaltata (Christ) C. Chr.

M % 3% Dryopteris subimpressa Loyal

- FH W% Dryopteris sublacera Christ

JEWiE % Dryopteris submarginata Rosenst.
12k 15% E Bk Dryopteris subpycnopteroides Ching ex
Fraser-Jenk.

= f®WEE ), Dryopteris subtriangularis (C. Hope) C. Chr.
KH%E % Dryopteris tahmingensis Ching

R Dryopteris tenuicula Matthew & Christ

Y- 5E 5% Dryopteris tenuipes (Rosenst.) Seriz.

B %5 Bk Dryopteris thibetica (Franch.) C. Chr.

SE 4585 BB, Dryopteris tingiensis Ching & S. K. Wu ex

eSS
eSS

LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LS o

LAY
LAY
Y
I
LIES o
LIES o

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% R

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i F % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Fl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Fraser-Jenk.
IR Tk
Chr.

ZLPIGETE Ik
MG 5% Bk
[Fi 1 % = Bk
AR S 56 R
ROP %6 ik
St M85 ik

Dryopteris tokyoensis (Matsum. ex Makino) C.

Dryopteris toyamae Tagawa

Dryopteris tsoongii Ching

Dryopteris uniformis (Makino) Makino
Dryopteris varia (L.) Kuntze

Dryopteris wallichiana (Spreng.) Hylander
Dryopteris wallichiana var. kweichowicola (Ching

& P. S. Wang) S. K. Wu

#1115 E % Dryopteris whangshangensis Ching
4iiH-8%F % Dryopteris woodsiisora Hayata
HFLwEE R Dryopteris wuyishanica Ching & P. S. Chiu
S 5%F % Dryopteris xunwuensis Ching & K. H. Shing
M F%E % Dryopteris yenpingensis C. Chr. & Ching
Sl E Rk Dryopteris yigongensis Ching

JK B4 )% Dryopteris yongdeensis W. M. Chuex S. G. Lu
Wi T % Dryopteris yoroii Seriz.

7k B #E % Dryopteris yungtzeensis Ching

J1EEEFERR Dryopteris zhenfengensis P. S. Wang & X. Y.
Wang

fi75 % Lithostegia foeniculacea (Hook.) Ching

HLZL%% Monolete

HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete

FZL%% Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

% % F} Dryopteridaceae

i F % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
FE5 P I B%  Nothoperanema diacalpioides Ching HZ4%% Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae W% E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
K-PIHI % Nothoperanema giganteum Ching LZ1%% Monolete % E Rl Dryopteridaceae % E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
4 75 W% Nothoperanema hendersonii (Bedd.) Ching ¥54%% Monolete % F % F} Dryopteridaceae i J% F} Dryopteridaceae
T I B Nothoperanema shikokianum (Makino) Ching H154%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
P Nothoperanema squamisetum (Hook.) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
FL A B4 % Phanerophlebiopsis blinii (H. Lés.) Ching H154%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Al Dryopteridaceae
W24 Bk Phanerophlebiopsis hunanensis Ching H154%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
rhA] ¥4 %% Phanerophlebiopsis intermedia Ching H154%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
KM-E 5% Phanerophlebiopsis neopodophylla (Ching) Ching & #4444 Monolete W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae W5 E R Rl Dryopteridaceae
Y. T. Hsieh
5%k Phanerophlebiopsis tsiangiana Ching HLZ1%% Monolete % B F Dryopteridaceae kB FF Dryopteridaceae
Jil-H % Polystichum acanthophyllum (Franch.) Christ BZI%% Monolete % F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae % F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
K H- % Polystichum aculeatum (L.) Roth #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae % £} Dryopteridaceae
ik B Polystichum acutidens Christ #ZI%% Monolete % £} Dryopteridaceae W% £} Dryopteridaceae
3L H Bk Polystichum acutipinnulum Ching & Shing %448 Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
B> H% Polystichum adungense Ching & Fraser-Jenk. ex H. S, #.%44% Monolete fi% Bk B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
Kung & L. B. Zhang
FPIRE % Polystichum alcicorne (Baker) Diels F24%% Monolete fi%E i B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
= KH B Polystichum altum Ching ex L. B. Zhang & H. S. F24%% Monolete fi%E % B+ Dryopteridaceae % Bl Dryopteridaceae
Kung
KRk Polystichum anomalum (Hook. ex Arn.) C. Chr. %% Monolete % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae % BBk Bl Dryopteridaceae
YEH B Polystichum articulatipilosum H. G. Zhou & Hua Li  #.%44% Monolete % % F} Dryopteridaceae i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

RIFH B Polystichum assurgentipinnum W. M. Chu & B.
Y. Zhang

ANBEH2E B HOB  Polystichum atkinsonii Bedd.

KPIZEM EBR  Polystichum attenuatum Tagawa & K. lwat.
A H R Polystichum auriculum Ching

i EL Polystichum bakerianum (Atkin. ex Baker) Diels
FXHBL Polystichum baoxingense Ching & H. S. Kung
“ZRHEBK Polystichum biaristatum (Blume) T. Moore
FHEH % Polystichum bifidum Ching

XA E-B& Polystichum bigemmatum Ching ex L. L. Xiang
JIgTH- % Polystichum bissectum C. Chr.

W H B Polystichum bomiense Ching & S. K. Wu
EOREE K Polystichum brachypterum (Kuntze) Ching

i BRH- Polystichum braunii (Spenn.) Fé

FLZEH B Polystichum capillipes (Baker) Diels

FEwEH R Polystichum castaneum (C. B. Clarke) Nayar & Kaur
JEF R Polystichum chingae Ching

PLAIRE R Polystichum christii Ching

MRECH B Polystichum chunii Ching

Wik B Polystichum consimile Ching

L HER Polystichum costularisorum Ching ex W. M. Chu &
Z.R. He

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete

FZL%% Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

- R
FHVK B
R. He
BRHE B
BB R
[l P H- ik
RRH Bk
fe il H
& Z.R.He
BCAE H
VU H
XA B
TP H %
Z.R. He
BAT H
I58] T H- ik
BRCH R
I 5%
P EE Bk
He
R %
o KT

Polystichum craspedosorum (Maxim.) Diels
Polystichum crassinervium Ching ex W. M. Chu & Z.

Polystichum crinigerum (C. Chr.) Ching

Polystichum cuneatiforme W. M. Chu & Z. R. He
Polystichum cyclolobum C. Chr.

Polystichum daguanense Ching ex L. L. Xiang
Polystichum daguanense var. huashanicola W.M.Chu

Polystichum dangii P. S. Wang

Polystichum delavayi (Christ) Ching

Polystichum deltodon (Baker) Diels

Polystichum deltodon var. cultripinnum W. M. Chu &

Polystichum deltodon var. henryi Christ

Polystichum dielsii Christ

Polystichum diffundens H. S. Kung & L. B. Zhang
Polystichum discretum (D. Don) J. Sm

Polystichum disjunctum Ching ex W. M. Chu & Z. R.

Polystichum duthiei (C. Hope) C. Chr.
Polystichum elevatovenusum Ching ex W. M. Chu &

HZL%% Monolete
HLZL%% Monolete

HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete

FZL%% Monolete
FZL%% Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% F % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
fi%
7

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i F % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
fi% F
o

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Z.R.He
o 2 HE R
S H R
SRIGTHE Bk
AN H FEpk
AR
(ERCAEN A
FEHEH
A T HE R

Kung & L.

AT Bk
NUREN S
TP EBR
T H Bk
Z.R. He
Iy B L

Polystichum erosum Ching & K. H. Shing
Polystichum exauriforme H. S. Kung & L. B. Zhang
Polystichum excellens Ching

Polystichum excelsius Ching & Z. Y. Liu
Polystichum fimbriatum Christ

Polystichum formosanum Rosenst.

Polystichum frigidicola H. S. Kung & L. B. Zhang
Polystichum fugongense Ching & W. M. Chu ex H. S.
B. Zhang

Polystichum gongboense Ching & S. K. Wu
Polystichum grandifrons C. Chr.

Polystichum guangxiense W. M. Chu & H. G. Zhou
Polystichum gymnocarpium Ching ex W. M. Chu &

Polystichum habaense Ching et H. S. Kung

/N Polystichum hancockii (Hance) Diels

O F Bk
LI FL R
i ok
JIPY H- Bk
BB H %

Polystichum hecatopterum Diels

Polystichum herbaceum Ching & Z. Y. Liu
Polystichum houchangense Ching ex P. S. Wang
Polystichum huae H. S. Kung & L. B. Zhang
Polystichum ichangense Christ

FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

Monolete

Monolete

O Y
[

Monolete

& & & E
s

A
s

Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% R

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

/NEJ%  Polystichum inaense (Tagawa) Tagawa

W H Bk Polystichum incisopinnulum H. S. Kung & L. B.
Zhang

o1 E B Polystichum integrilimbum Ching & H. S. Kung
BiZ4H R Polystichum integrilobum (Ching ex Y. T. Hsieh et Na
Li) W. M. Chuex H. S. Kung

4L B Polystichum jinfoshanense Ching & Z. Y. Liu
JLZIH B % Polystichum jiulaodongense W. M. Chu & Z. R. He
X2 L H % Polystichum jizhushanense Ching

HEEH % Polystichum kangdingense H. S. Kung & L. B. Zhang
I ZH-Jk Polystichum kwangtungense Ching

FrEKH- % Polystichum lachenense (Hook.) Bedd.

st H s Polystichum lanceolatum (Baker) Diels

IREH Bk Polystichum langchungense Ching ex H. S. Kung

55 % H Bk Polystichum latilepis Ching & H. S. Kung

FZEH K Polystichum lentum (D. Don) T. Moore

Pz I H B Polystichum leveillei C. Chr.

1IE52H% Polystichum liui Ching

R E Bk Polystichum lonchitis (L.) Roth

KTEH Bk Polystichum longiaristatum Ching, Boufford & K. H.
Shing

RGHEB Polystichum longidens Ching & S. K. Wu

eSS
eSS

LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY
LAY
LAY
Y
I

LIES o

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Fl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

% % F} Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i F % £} Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Kk H Bk Polystichum longipaleatum Christ

KA HEB% Polystichum longipes Ching & S. K. Wu

K H B Polystichum longipinnulum Nair

KHHE B Polystichum longispinosum Ching ex L. B. Zhang &

H. S. Kung

KMHp% Polystichum longissimum Ching & Z. Y. Liu
e B Polystichum macrochlagnum Ching & S. K. Wu

Mk H % Polystichum makinoi (Tagawa) Tagawa

et HoBk  Polystichum manmeiense (Christ) Nakaike

EArh Hopk Polystichum martinii Christ

AU 5% Polystichum mayebarae Tagawa

SMHE Polystichum medogense Ching & S. K. Wu

ENPEE% Polystichum mehrae Fraser-Jenk. & Khullar

FHEEF % Polystichum mehrae f. latifundus H. S. Kung & L. B.

Zhang

FUiH R Polystichum meiguense Ching & H. S. Kung

1 HE B Polystichum melanostipes Ching & H. S. Kung

FH-H B Polystichum mollissimum Ching

%4 H i Polystichum mollissimum var. laciniatum H. S. Kung

& L. B. Zhang

E1lH B Polystichum morii Hayata

FBEEHE % Polystichum moupinense (Franch.) Bedd.

eSS
eSS
LiEl o

LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3

LAY
LAY
LAY
Y

%
%

L
L

Pt

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

% E % Al Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
fi%
7

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
fi% F
o

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FEEEH L Polystichum muscicola Ching ex W. M. Chu & Z. R.

He

ZNZEH K Polystichum nayongense P. S. Wang & X. Y. Wang
BrEFH PR Polystichum neoliuii D. S. Jiang

- H Polystichum neolobatum Nakai

JeW/REBL Polystichum nepalense (Spreng.) C. Chr.
% H 5% Polystichum nigrum Ching & H. S. Kung
TBEH Bk Polystichum ningshenense Ching & Y. P. Hsu
MRILH B Polystichum nudisorum Ching

AP E R Polystichum obliqguum (D. Don) T. Moore

HUREH B Polystichum oblongum Ching ex W. M. Chu & Z. R.

He

B E Bk Polystichum oligocarpum Ching ex H. S. Kung & L.

B. Zhang

I JE 5% Polystichum omeiense C. Chr.

- & H Bk Polystichum oreodoxa Ching ex H. S. Kung & L.
B. Zhang

4 H B Polystichum orientalitibeticum Ching

Ll H % Polystichum otophorum (Franch.) Bedd.

YR H- B Polystichum ovato-paleaceum (Kodama) Sa. Kurata
FUBEEH B Polystichum paramoupinense Ching

/NPIH % Polystichum parvifoliolatum W. M. Chu

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

BAZL%% Monolete

HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete

H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
% R

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

RIFH- Bk Polystichum parvipinnulum Tagawa

Fr 5 H Bk Polystichum pianmaense W. M. Chu

Bk H % Polystichum piceo-paleaceum Tagawa

KRS Polystichum polyblepharum (Roem. ex Kunze) C.
Presl

T E L Polystichum prescottianum (Wall. ex Mett.) T. Moore
Hrigi % Polystichum prionolepis Hayata

PR FLBL Polystichum pseudocastaneum Ching & S. K. Wu
=M Ho %k Polystichum pseudolanceolatum Ching ex P. S.
Wang

iR 2@ H Bk Polystichum pseudomakinoi Tagawa

ZZP)E Bk Polystichum pseudorhomboideum H. S. Kung & L. B.
Zhang

R ®EH 1 Polystichum pseudosetosum Ching & Z. Y. Liu
YEHEE R Polystichum pseudoxiphophyllum Ching ex H. S.
Kung

tF 4 EC B Polystichum punctiferum Christ

5 JLH B Polystichum pycnopterum (Christ) Ching ex W. M.
Chu & Z. R. He

B #Hpk Polystichum gamdoense Ching & S. K. Wu

{8]% H-B% Polystichum retrosopaleaceum (Kodama) Tagawa
SMEF Polystichum revolutum P. S. Wang

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

FLZL%% Monolete
BAZL%% Monolete

BAZL%% Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete

HiZLZE Monolete
HiZLZE Monolete

HZLZE Monolete
FZL%% Monolete
FZL%% Monolete

% E % Al Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Al Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % F} Dryopteridaceae
B ik

% £l Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
B ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae




B, R, B R T REES A D I AR R R, 2016, 24(10): 1129-1134

http://www. biodiversity - science. net/CN/10. 17520/biods. 2016219

Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FL7HIMHER Polystichum rhombiforme Ching & S. K. Wu

W @k FL % Polystichum rigens Tagawa

HUH:EB% Polystichum robustum Ching ex L. B. Zhang & H. S.
Kung

2L H 5% Polystichum rufopaleaceum Ching ex H. S. Kung &
L. B. Zhang

A4 H K Polystichum saxicola Ching ex H. S. Kung & L. B.
Zhang

FHHpK Polystichum semifertile (C. B. Clarke) Ching
NIFEH3% Polystichum setillosum Ching

I ZE-B& Polystichum shandongense J. X. Li & Y. Wei
BePEE%  Polystichum shensiense Christ

9 H B Polystichum shimurae Sa. Kurata ex Seriz.
HOPIH Bk Polystichum simplicipinnum Hayata

s H % Polystichum sinense Christ

Z4H-H % Polystichum sinense var. lobatum H. S. Kung & L. B.
Zhang

FrAEE I % Polystichum sinotsus-simense Ching & Z. Y. Liu

H | H 5 Polystichum sozanense Ching ex H. S. Kung & L. B.
Zhang

% Polystichum squarrosum (D. Don) Fé&

B ZEMEEL R Polystichum stenophyllum Christ

eSS
eSS
LiEl o

R L L N L

= oE R R R R E
e R

EEIBA

LAY

%

LAY
Y

B &
Pt
r}rﬁ

A
iy

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

% E % Al Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% &

i

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
i F % £} Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% &

i

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

IR E R Polystichum stenophyllum var. conaense (Ching & S.
K. Wu) W. M. Chu & Z. R. He

B )LV H R Polystichum stimulans (Kunze ex Mett.) Bedd.

Z P H % Polystichum subacutidens Ching ex L. L. Xiang
FHi5 B Polystichum subdeltodon Ching

LA IR H- % Polystichum subfimbriatum W. M. Chu & Z. R. He
I H R Polystichum submarginale (Baker) Ching ex P. S.
Wang

ZRIGH % Polystichum submite (Christ) Diels

Eh@EH % Polystichum subulatum Ching ex L. B. Zhang
B B% Polystichum tacticopterum (Kunze) T. Moore

B HBEL Polystichum taizhongense H. S. Kung

WA H B Polystichum tangmaiense H. S. Kung

B H i Polystichum thomsonii (J. D. Hook.) Bedd.
P H- % Polystichum tibeticum Ching

HHEEL Bk Polystichum tonkinense (Christ) W. M. Chu & Z. R.
He

#HH Polystichum tripteron (Kunze) C. Presl

FH X1l E % Polystichum tsingkanshanense Ching ex K. H.
Shing & J. F. Cheng

X E B Polystichum tsus-simense (Hook.) J. Sm.
HEST I E R Polystichum tsus-simense var. dissectum W. M.

eSS

LiEl o

R L L N L

= oE R R R R E
e R

EEIBA

LAY

%

LAY
Y

B &
Pt
r}rﬁ

A
iy

Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )3 Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% &

i

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% &

i

e

%A} Dryopteridaceae
%A} Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Chu

/NPIXE T ELR Polystichum tsus-simense var. parvipinnulumW. — #.344% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae % % £} Dryopteridaceae
M. Chu

MZH L Polystichum wattii (Bedd.) C. Chr. %% Monolete %l Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
S H Bk Polystichum xiphophyllum (Baker) Diels %% Monolete %l Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
. Z H B Polystichum yadongense Ching & S. K. Wu HiZ4%% Monolete % E R} Dryopteridaceae %Rk Ft Dryopteridaceae
8- H % Polystichum yuanum Ching H154%% Monolete % E AL Dryopteridaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
M Polystichum yunnanense Christ HiZ4%% Monolete % % £} Dryopteridaceae i % F} Dryopteridaceae

X H IR

Polystichum zayuense W. M. Chu & Z. R. He

T ek Sorolepidium glaciale Christ

2 PSR

Bolbitis angustipinna (Hayata) H. Ito

JB% Bolbitis appendiculata (Willd.) K. Iwats.

B SR
EAUPY A
EiPY
7] 55 Bk
AR R
I SR
T SR
KSR
PSSR
KH R

Bolbitis christensenii (Ching) Ching

Bolbitis confertifolia Ching

Bolbitis costata (C. Presl) Ching

Bolbitis deltigera (Bedd.) C. Chr.

Bolbitis fengiana (Ching) S. Y. Dong

Bolbitis hainanensis Ching & Chu H. Wang
Bolbitis hekouensis Ching

Bolbitis heteroclita (C. Presl) Ching

Bolbitis hookeriana K. lwats.

Bolbitis longiaurita F. G. Wang & F. W. Xing

HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
SEBREL Bolbitidaceae
SRl Bolbitidaceae
SRl Bolbitidaceae

e

SZh Rl Bolbitidaceae

scik Ak Bolbitidaceae
sci Ak Bolbitidaceae
s2ik Ak Bolbitidaceae
scik Ak Bolbitidaceae
Sz Bolbitidaceae
Sz Bolbitidaceae
SC AL Bolbitidaceae
SC AL Bolbitidaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae
i % F} Dryopteridaceae
% E Ik

W%kl Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

BB Bolbitis medogensis (Ching & S. K. Wu) S. Y. Dong  H1.%4%% Monolete Sz Al Bolbitidaceae W% E B Dryopteridaceae
M- #il%  Bolbitis rhizophylla (Kaulf.) Hennipman HLZL%% Monolete Sz A Bolbitidaceae W% B Dryopteridaceae
ZLH5523% Bolbitis scalpturata (Fé) Ching ¥54%% Monolete SR Bolbitidaceae % F % F} Dryopteridaceae
B4 5<% Bolbitis scandens W. M. Chu ex Ching & Chu H. HiZ4%% Monolete SCRRAL Bolbitidaceae i % F} Dryopteridaceae
Wang

rh A% Bolbitis sinensis (Baker) K. lwats. Z4%% Monolete Sk Bolbitidaceae W B R Al Dryopteridaceae
#ET 52k Bolbitis subcordata (Copel.) Ching %% Monolete S AL Bolbitidaceae % E Rl Dryopteridaceae
PGSk Bolbitis tibetica Ching & S. K. Wu HiZ4%% Monolete SCRRAL Bolbitidaceae % % F} Dryopteridaceae
W44l % Bolbitis tonkinensis (C.Chr. ex Ching) K.lwats. i54%% Monolete SEHRL Bolbitidaceae % % F} Dryopteridaceae
% F1528% Bolbitis virens (Hook. & Grev.) Schott ¥%4%% Monolete SEREL Bolbitidaceae W5 E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
W ik Sizj%  Bolbitis < laxireticulata K. lwats. ¥%4%% Monolete SEREL Bolbitidaceae W5 E R Bl Dryopteridaceae
ZFSEH% Bolbitis xmultipinna  F. G. Wang, K. lwats. & F. W.  #124%% Monolete seiFF Bolbitidaceae Wi B W Rl Dryopteridaceae
Xing

F94-523% Bolbitis < nanjenensis C. M. Kuo ik Monolete seiFH Bolbitidaceae Wi B W Rl Dryopteridaceae
JREET B% Elaphoglossum angulatum (Blume) Moore Ed%% Monolete Tl Elapoglossaceae fi% Bk B+ Dryopteridaceae
T B Elaphoglossum callifolium (Blume) Moore %448 Monolete T EL Elapoglossaceae % E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
T % Elaphoglossum conforme (Sw.) Schott BLZL%% Monolete T AL Elapoglossaceae % E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
B R Tk Elaphoglossum luzonicum Copel. 4% Monolete T El Elapoglossaceae ik E ik F} Dryopteridaceae
BB & % Elaphoglossum mcclurei Ching Ei%% Monolete T F} Elapoglossaceae ik E R} Dryopteridaceae
M5 Elaphoglossum sinii C. Chr. ex Wu HL244% Monolete H Al Elapoglossaceae % E A+ Dryopteridaceae
Z~F &k Elaphoglossum stelligerum (Wall. ex Baker) T. Moore  .Z44% Monolete H K} Elapoglossaceae % FE ik F} Dryopteridaceae

ex Alston & Bonner
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Yokt

Species

PR

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

1EF % Bk Elaphoglossum yoshinagae (Yatabe) Makino

W% Lomagramma matthewii (Ching) Holttum

L
AT
R =T

Lomagramma medogensis Ching & Y. X. Lin
Lomagramma yunnanensis Ching
Ataxipteris dianguiensis W. M. Chu & H. G. Zhou

— Bk Ataxipteris sinii (Ching) Holttum

i P U B Bk
R B
HLB B R
S VIEEY3
BB
W8 1)) 6 ik
BEAIEEY 3
81 6 ik
SEIEI B R
PN CEIESY
THUE A i 1k
Edwards

A0 2l sk
2Pl 5 ok
Edwards

FELAW b 5 1k

Ctenitis decurrentipinnata (Ching) Ching
Ctenitis dingnanensis Ching

Ctenitis eatonii (Baker) Ching

Ctenitis guidianensis H. G. Zhou & W. M. Chu
Ctenitis mannii (Hope) Ching

Ctenitis membranifolia R. C. Ching & C. H. Wang
Ctenitis molanensis P. S. Wang

Ctenitis pseudorhodolepis Ching & Chu H. Wang
Ctenitis subglandulosa (Hance) Ching

Ctenitis yunnanensis Ching & Chu H. Wang
Dryopsis apiciflora (Wall. ex Mett.) Holttum &

Dryopsis clarkei (Baker) Holttum & P. J. Edwards
Dryopsis contigua (Ching) Holttum & P. J.

Dryopsis crassirachis (Ching) Holttum & P. J.

N3

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LS o
LiES o
LiES o

Al

N3

Al

Y
I

LIES o

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

T El Elapoglossaceae
PR Lomariopsidaceae
HEFE Lomariopsidaceae
R Lomariopsidaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
X% El Aspidiaceae
X El Aspidiaceae
X El Aspidiaceae
Y EL Aspidiaceae
Y EL Aspidiaceae
Y EL Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae

s

Y El Aspidiaceae

M &l Aspidiaceae
M &l Aspidiaceae

YRl Aspidiaceae

% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E 5% Bl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Fl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae
% % £} Dryopteridaceae

i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Edwards
T Tl % ok

Dryopsis crenata (Ching) Holttum & P. J. Edwards

MUEITAh#H% Dryopsis dulongensis (S. K. Wu & X. Cheng) S.

Y. Dong
- Bttt i ok
Edwards
P ok
Edwards
TSl ik ik
Edwards
i gt e 0% Tk
Edwards
Sk ik
1L ik
Edwards
PN
Edwards
i1 Al % ik
Holttum & P.
EREEL YR
P. J. Edwards
A K

Dryopsis heterolaena (C. Chr.) Holttum & P. J.

Dryopsis kawakamii (Hayata) Holttum & P. J.

Dryopsis mariformis (Rosenst.) Holttum & P. J.

Dryopsis maximowicziana (Miq.) Holttum & P. J.

Dryopsis nidus (Baker) Holttum & P. J. Edwards
Dryopsis silaensis (Ching) Holttum & P. J.

Dryopsis sphaeropteroides (Baker) Holttum & P. J.
Dryopsis submariformis (Ching & Chu H. Wang)
J. Edwards

Dryopsis transmorrisonensis (Hayata) Holttum &

Dryopsis truncata (Ching & H. S. Kung) Holttum

HLZL%% Monolete
IS Monolete

FLZISE Monolete

FLZISE Monolete

BLZL%% Monolete

FLZL%% Monolete

BAZL%% Monolete
BAZL%% Monolete

HiZLZE Monolete

HiZLZE Monolete

HZLZE Monolete

FZL%% Monolete

M EL Aspidiaceae
YAl Aspidiaceae

YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
X% El Aspidiaceae
X El Aspidiaceae
Y EL Aspidiaceae
Y EL Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae

M &l Aspidiaceae

YRl Aspidiaceae

i F % £} Dryopteridaceae
W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F % Fl Dryopteridaceae

% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae
% F )% Bl Dryopteridaceae

% E %Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E 5Bl Dryopteridaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

i % F} Dryopteridaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 7KZEHSE, 2013)

ALk Dryopsis wantsingshanica (Ching & Shing)
Holttum & P. J. Edwards

i IGHLBE Tk Dryopsis <  fauriei Holttum & P. J. Edwards
M B Lastreopsis microlepioides (Ching) W. M. Chu &
Z.R. He

W1 B L Lastreopsis subrecedens Ching

ST E PR Lastreopsis tenera (R. Brown) Tindale
P 7 BE % Teratophyllum hainanense S. Y. Dong & X. C.
Zhang

rhAERERR Lomariopsis chinensis Ching

% Lomariopsis cochinchinensis Fé

ENNEERR Lomariopsis spectabilis (Kunze) Mett.

K55k Nephrolepis biserrata (Sw.) Schott

Hm-'¥ 5k Nephrolepis biserrata var. auriculata Ching

55 Nephrolepis cordifolia (L.) C. Presl

I B Nephrolepis delicatula (Decne.) Pic. Serm.

WIS 5% Nephrolepis falcata (Cav.) C. Chr.

FME % Nephrolepis hirsutula (Forst.) C. Presl

JEH % Arthropteris palisotii (Desv.) Alston

T4k Ctenitopsis acrocarpa Ching

rRAENKER Ctenitopsis chinensis Ching & Chu H. Wang
ErHhkp Ctenitopsis devexa (Kunze ex Mett.) Ching & Chu

HZL%% Monolete

IS Monolete
FLZISE Monolete

FLZISE Monolete
FLZISE Monolete
FLZISE Monolete

Monolete

(R

Monolete

ORI
[

Monolete

AN
sy

Monolete

A
s

Monolete

PR R R

%-ﬁ-ﬁ-ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁ
%

Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
%% Monolete
%% Monolete

M EL Aspidiaceae

YAl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae

YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae

HER R Lomariopsidaceae
HER R Lomariopsidaceae
HER R Lomariopsidaceae
%%} Nephrolepidaceae
1}

5 5% F} Nephrolepidaceae

%%%%E

B 3% Fl Nephrolepidaceae

B %Al Nephrolepidaceae

B %Al Nephrolepidaceae

Ff Bk

' %% Nephrolepidaceae
M &l Aspidiaceae
YRl Aspidiaceae
YRl Aspidiaceae

%l Nephrolepidaceae

% % £} Dryopteridaceae

W% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae

% E Al Dryopteridaceae
% E Rl Dryopteridaceae
W% E Al Dryopteridaceae

HEREE Lomariopsidaceae
HER R Lomariopsidaceae
HER R Lomariopsidaceae
5% R Nephrolepidaceae
1}

5 % £} Nephrolepidaceae

§[

)

B %Al Nephrolepidaceae

a«

B %Al Nephrolepidaceae

a«

At Nephrolepidaceae

a«

=)
%%} Nephrolepidaceae
M &} Tectariaceae
M &} Tectariaceae
S BREL Tectariaceae

N R} Tectariaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
H. Wang

k% Ctenitopsis dissecta (Forst.) Ching
Hikahiki% Ctenitopsis fuscipes (Wall. ex Bedd.) Ching
RIS IR Ctenitopsis hainanensis Ching et Chu H. Wang
iRl k% Ctenitopsis ingens (Atkinson ex Clarke) Ching
Sk ER Ctenitopsis kusukusensis (Hayata) C. Chr.

B b4k % Ctenitopsis matthewi (Ching) Ching

k% Ctenitopsis sagenioides (Mett.) Ching

JeH-#lk B Ctenitopsis sagenioides var. glabrescens Ching &
Chu H. Wang

EE BRI, Ctenitopsis setulosa (Baker) C. Chr. ex Tardieu &
C. Chr.

Toflk % Ctenitopsis subsageniacea (Christ) Ching

Bk Ctenopteris curtisii (Baker) Tagawa

P R E Bk Ctenopteris merrittii (Copel.) Tagawa
MITEE R Ctenopteris mollicoma (Nees & Blume) Kunze
JeHSE % Ctenopteris moultonii (Copel.) C. Chr. & Tardieu
JEJEE % Ctenopteris subfalcata (Blume) Kunze

A B Ctenopteris tenuisecta (Blume) J. Sm.

0% Hemigramma decurrens (Hook.) Copel.

S5 IRP % Pleocnemia cumingiana C. Presl

H PR Pleocnemia winitii Holttum

FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

FLZL%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete
¥1%4%% Monolete

M EL Aspidiaceae
YAl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
YEl Aspidiaceae
X% El Aspidiaceae

X El Aspidiaceae

Y EL Aspidiaceae

AR EF Grammitidaceae
AR B FF Grammitidaceae
AR B FF Grammitidaceae
AR B FF Grammitidaceae
AR B FF Grammitidaceae
A BREF Grammitidaceae

M &l Aspidiaceae
YRl Aspidiaceae
YRl Aspidiaceae

N F} Tectariaceae
Y #} Tectariaceae
Y BkEL Tectariaceae
Y BkEL Tectariaceae
Y BkEL Tectariaceae
Y BkEL Tectariaceae
Y BkEL Tectariaceae
YK} Tectariaceae

SBRAB Tectariaceae

S EL Tectariaceae
S EL Tectariaceae
YR Tectariaceae
YR Tectariaceae
YR Tectariaceae
YR Tectariaceae
M &} Tectariaceae
M &} Tectariaceae
S BREL Tectariaceae

AR} Tectariaceae
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FHhF % Pteridrys australis Ching HZd%% Monolete M pRFEl Aspidiaceae M #} Tectariaceae
#NF & Pteridrys cnemidaria (Christ) C. Chr. & Ching Zd%% Monolete M pRFEl Aspidiaceae M #} Tectariaceae
=Bt R Pteridrys lofouensis (Christ) C. Chr. & Ching 1%4%% Monolete Y BkEL Aspidiaceae XA Tectariaceae
HiH- % Quercifilix zeylanica (Houtt.) Copel. HL4%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae X EL Tectariaceae
ﬁ"“iﬁ Tectaria coadunata (Wall. ex Hook. & Grev.) C. Chr.  #.Z4%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae X &L Tectariaceae
FE NN XBR Tectaria coadunata var. hirsuta Holttum HL.Z44% Monolete XAl Aspidiaceae X EL Tectariaceae
TLK};@Q Tectaria decurrens (C. Presl) Copel. mEi%% Monolete XAl Aspidiaceae X &l Tectariaceae
KM X Tectaria dubia (Bedd.) Ching HL4%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae X EL Tectariaceae
A% X Tectaria ebenina (C. Chr.) Ching LEZ1%% Monolete X% El Aspidiaceae X} Tectariaceae
I X Tectaria fauriei Tagawa ¥Zi%% Monolete S FH Aspidiaceae N F} Tectariaceae
Wk Xk Tectaria griffithii (Baker) C. Chr. ¥%4%% Monolete X Fl Aspidiaceae X} Tectariaceae
¥4 Xk Tectaria grossedentata Ching & Chu H. Wang HZ4%% Monolete NXFEF Aspidiaceae N F} Tectariaceae
il 1 Sk Tectaria hekouensis Ching & Chu H. Wang FL34%% Monolete XAl Aspidiaceae XAl Tectariaceae
J5F X Bk Tectaria herpetocaulos Holttum BZ1%% Monolete NXFEF Aspidiaceae N F} Tectariaceae
POIR X Bk Tectaria impressa (F&) Holttum 4% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae N EL Tectariaceae
ST Sk Tectaria kweichowensis Ching & Chu H. Wang mZi%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae MK Tectariaceae
SN X% Tectaria leptophylla (C. H. Wright) Ching HZ4% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae MK Tectariaceae
£)45 = X Tectaria luchunensis S. K. Wu mZi%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae N EL Tectariaceae
W JE X Bk Tectaria media Ching F24%% Monolete M EL Aspidiaceae X% F} Tectariaceae
FAR Xk Tectaria morsei( Baker) P. J. Edwards ex S. Y. Dong  H#.244% Monolete M ERFEL Aspidiaceae M pRFF Tectariaceae
454 X% Tectaria phaeocaulis (Rosenst.) C. Chr. ¥1%4%% Monolete N BREL Aspidiaceae N BREL Tectariaceae
% £ X ik Tectaria polymorpha (Wall. ex Hook.) Copel. ¥1%4%% Monolete N BREL Aspidiaceae N BREL Tectariaceae
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Yokt B

Species Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B3 X Bk Tectaria polymorpha var. subcuneata Ching & Chu TRZ%% Monolete XAl Aspidiaceae M RFF Tectariaceae
H. Wang

HLE Xk Tectaria quinquefida (Baker) Ching ¥54%% Monolete YAl Aspidiaceae Y F} Tectariaceae
iR X Tectaria remotipinna Ching & Chu H. Wang mEd%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae X EL Tectariaceae
1% o X% Tectaria rockii C. Chr. mEi%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae X &L Tectariaceae
3 E X Tectaria simonsii (Baker) Ching HiZiZE Monolete X #} Aspidiaceae X F} Tectariaceae
Hh{a) SCBR Tectaria simulans Ching HL4%% Monolete XAl Aspidiaceae X &l Tectariaceae
M — X% Tectaria stenosemioides (Baker) C. Chr. HL.Z44% Monolete X pRF} Aspidiaceae X F} Tectariaceae
— X J#% Tectaria subtriphylla (Hook. & Arn.) Copel. BLZL%% Monolete M EL Aspidiaceae M F} Tectariaceae
%45 ¥k Tectaria variabilis Tardieu & Ching ¥Zi%% Monolete S FH Aspidiaceae N F} Tectariaceae
W X% Tectaria vasta (Blume) Copel. HLZ1%% Monolete AL Aspidiaceae M RFF Tectariaceae
= X% Tectaria yunnanensis (Baker) Ching FL34%% Monolete %Al Aspidiaceae N El Tectariaceae
1EFE %k Oleandra cumingii J. Sm. %% Monolete %Al Oleandraceae % Bk Fl Oleandraceae
7 FE %8k Oleandra hainanensis Ching %% Monolete R Oleandraceae W R Oleandraceae
[ KL% 5% Oleandra intermedia Ching HZ4% Monolete % Bk Al Oleandraceae %Al Oleandraceae
JtIH% % Oleandra musifolia (Blume) C. Presl BLZ%% Monolete %% F Oleandraceae %% Ft Oleandraceae
B4 Oleandra pistillaris (Sw.) C. Chr. BLZL%% Monolete %% F Oleandraceae %% Ft Oleandraceae
Wik Oleandra undulata (Willd.) Ching BLZ%% Monolete %% F Oleandraceae %% Ft Oleandraceae
i1l Oleandra wallichii (Hook.) C. Presl BZ4%E Monolete & El Oleandraceae & El Oleandraceae
S5/ MIE 5 Bk Araiostegia beddomei (C. Hope) Ching ¥L%44% Monolete ‘B4R Davalliaceae ‘HHAMEE Davalliaceae
/NG % Araiostegia delavayi (Bedd. ex C. B. Clarke & Baker)  #1%4%% Monolete ‘B4 Davalliaceae ‘B4 Davalliaceae

Ching




BN, kAR RBEHWA R TR AE AR B Ak . AR A, 2016, 24(10): 1129-1134
http://www. biodiversity - science. net/CN/10. 17520/biods. 2016219

YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

Species

Spore apertures styles

£,1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

NS4/ NETE R Araiostegia faberiana (C. Chr.) Ching

15 B /NI TS R Araiostegia hookeri (Bedd.) Ching

gt /NS R Araiostegia imbricata Ching

KIEFE % Araiostegia immersa (Wall. ex Hook.) C. Presl
SVE /NI - Araiostegia parvipinnata (Hayata) Copel.
il /N G5 Bk Araiostegia perdurans (Christ) Copel.

KR/ TRk Araiostegia pseudocystopteris (Kunze) Copel.

F/N 5% Araiostegia pulchra (D. Don) Copel.
/MR Araiostegia yunnanensis (Christ) Copel.
ZHEE AN Davallia amabilis Ching

e R B4 Davallia austrosinica Ching

R Y5 15 15k Davallia brevisora Ching

7 F'E#Ab Davallia cylindrica Ching

kB #E4h Davallia denticulata (Burm. f. ) Mett. ex Kuhn
K- 4h Davallia formosana Hayata

‘H#E4h Davallia mariesii T. Moore ex Baker

W B A% 4h Davallia solida (Forst.) Sw.

KB4 % Humata assamica (Bedd.) C. Chr.

Bl HL LB A7 5%  Humata chrysanthemifolia Hayata

M A Bk Humata griffithiana (Hook.) C. Chr.
kB4 B, Humata pectinata (Sm.) Desv.

a[5 35 4  Humata platylepis (Baker) Ching

N3

g

544 Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

% Monolete

Al

N3

Al

‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘H AL Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
HH#AMEE Davalliaceae
HHAMEE Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
H

WAMNEl Davalliaceae

‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘H WAL Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
B AR Davalliaceae
B4R Davalliaceae
B AR Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘HHAMEE Davalliaceae
‘HHAMEE Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
H

WAMNEl Davalliaceae
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YyFf IR S3 S it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

B4 5% Humata repens (L. f.) J. Small ex Diels
figh 4 Tk
(53] 5 994
PUFBAAT B Humata vestita (Blume) T. Moore

Z L4 BBk Paradavallodes chingiae (Ching) Ching
R E5E k  Paradavallodes membranulosum (Wall. ex
Hook.) Ching

B E R Paradavallodes multidentatum (Hook. & Baker)
Ching

T80k Loxogramme acroscopa C. Chr.

Humata trifoliata Cav.
Humata tyermannii T. Moore

%Sk Loxogramme assimilis Ching

EF“MIJF Loxogramme chinensis Ching

PH&IHk Loxogramme cuspidata (Zenker) M. G. Price
S Loxogramme duclouxii Chirst

S8  Loxogramme formosana Nakai

RLH-GIBK  Loxogramme grammitoides (Baker) C. Chr.
W&SIHK Loxogramme involuta (D. Don) C. Presl
ZH8K Loxogramme lankokiensis (Rosenst.) C. Chr.
0 2 Sk

Fir @15 Loxogramme salicifolia (Makino) Makino

J% Loxogramme porcata M. G. Price

W% Gymnogrammitis dareiformis (Hook.) Ching ex Tardieu &
C. Chr.

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

FLZISE Monolete

4% Trilete
%% Trilete
— 4% Trilete
FZ4%% Monolete
— 4% Trilete
H1%4%% Monolete
—54%% Trilete
H1%4%% Monolete
—54%% Trilete
H54%% Monolete
H1.%44% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘H AL Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae

‘B4Rl Davalliaceae

by

BEl Loxogrammaceae

ey

BElL Loxogrammaceae

ey

BEl Loxogrammaceae

ey

BEl Loxogrammaceae

T

ey

BEl Loxogrammaceae

s

#F} Loxogrammaceae

s

%} Loxogrammaceae

2

#F} Loxogrammaceae

%%%%EEE%%

s

%} Loxogrammaceae

}E__D

B%El Loxogrammaceae

}E__D

B%El Loxogrammaceae
FR AR

Gymnogrammitidaceae

‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘B4R Davalliaceae
‘H WAL Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae
‘B4 Davalliaceae

‘B4Rl Davalliaceae

JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
K%L Polypodiaceae
K%L Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

(O St
Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

E B Aglaomorpha meyeniana Schott

4% Drynaria bonii Christ

JIEHM B Drynaria delavayi Christ

EMipE Drynaria mollis Bedd.

/N§ER Drynaria parishii (Bedd.) Bedd.

FIFELM % Drynaria propinqua (Wall. ex Mett.) J. Sm. ex
Bedd.

PR Drynaria quercifolia (L.) J. Sm.

fifi-#g % Drynaria rigidula (Sw.) Bedd.

#1J% Drynaria roosii Nakaike

ZIEHH % Drynaria sinica Diels

THE W Photinopteris acuminata C. V. Morton

H2E Bk Pseudodrynaria coronans (Wall. ex Mett.) Ching
JE MMk Platycerium wallichii Hook.

FART B8 Arthromeris caudata Ching & Y. X. Lin

TR B Bk Arthromeris cyrtomioides S.G. Lu & C. D. Xu

FEWN B Arthromeris elegans Ching

F 5Bk Arthromeris elegans f. pianmaensis S. G. Lu
WES T Arthromeris himalayensis (Hook.) Ching

Hr RS Bk Arthromeris intermedia Ching

ik Arthromeris lehmannii (Mett.) Ching
JeSkAT % Arthromeris lungtauensis Ching

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete

HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

#it %A} Drynariaceae
it F} Drynariaceae
#it %A} Drynariaceae
A} Drynariaceae
#il#l Drynariaceae
#ilFl Drynariaceae

#ilFl Drynariaceae
#it %A} Drynariaceae
#it %A} Drynariaceae
#it %A} Drynariaceae
¥t %%} Drynariaceae
¥t &} Drynariaceae
SR Platyceriaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
K%L Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
/KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KIEHFH Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae

KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

il AL

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

Z PV Arthromeris mairei (Brause) Ching
ST % Arthromeris medogensis Ching & Y. X. Lin
PR Bk Arthromeris nigropaleacea S. G. Lu
M5 I % Arthromeris salicifolia Ching & Y. X. Lin
REE T % Arthromeris tatsienensis (Franch. & Bureau ex
Christ) Ching

PP B Arthromeris tenuicauda (Hook.) Ching
JEEFTE B Arthromeris tomentosa W. M. Chu
BATAT R Arthromeris wallichiana (Spreng.) Ching
KIS Bk Arthromeris wardii (C. B. Clarke) Ching

W ko ME Bk Belvisia annamensis (C. Chr.) S. H. Fu
K2R M 5% Belvisia henryi (Hieron. ex C. Chr.) S. H. Fu
REEHR Belvisia mucronata (Fée) Copel.

= -k Caobangia squamata A. R. Smith & X. C. Zhang
i % Christiopteris tricuspis (Hook.) Christ

2% Colysis digitata (Baker) Ching

SRR Colysis diversifolia W. M. Chu

2% Colysis elliptica (Thunb.) Ching

#izizk ik Colysis elliptica var. flexiloba (Christ) L. Shi & X. C.

Zhang

KMWiZEF Colysis elliptica var. longipes (Ching) L. Shi & X. C.

Zhang

eSS
eSS
LiEl o

LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY
LAY
LAY
Y

LIES o

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae

KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KJeEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIEEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae

KJE& %L Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
/KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KIEHFH Polypodiaceae

K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae

KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

R Colysis elliptica var. pentaphylla (Baker) L. Shi & X. C.

Zhang

i P12k Colysis elliptica var. pothifolia Ching

W<k % Colysis hemionitidea (C. Presl) C. Presl
B2 % Colysis hemitoma (Hance) Ching

JEIR £ Colysis henryi (Baker) Ching

SRR Colysis leveillei (Christ) Ching

KAHLERL Colysis pedunculata (Hook. & Grev.) Ching
Te P12 % Colysis pothifolia (Buch.-Ham. ex D. Don) C. Presl
-2k Colysis wrightii (Hook.) Ching

FE e Colysis < shintenensis (Hayata) H. Ito

Hik43% Drymoglossum piloselloides (L.) C. Presl

2257 % Drymotaenium miyoshianum (Makino) Makino
W RAR AT Lemmaphyllum carnosum (J. Sm. ex Hook.) C.
Presl

R4 Lemmaphyllum microphyllum C.Presl
#IIRIR A7 % Lemmaphyllum microphyllum var. obovatum
(Harr.) C. Chr.

i B % Lepidogrammitis adnascens Ching
PeEHE % Lepidogrammitis diversa (Rosenst.) Ching
fif13% Lepidogrammitis drymoglossoides (Baker) Ching
K& % Lepidogrammitis elongata Ching

eSS

LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3

LETE
LETE

Y
I
LIES o
LIES o

Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae

KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KAl Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae

KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae

K%l Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KAl Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae

KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae

JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yk IRyt
Species Spore apertures styles

B4 Family (Z21= 4 Family (Smith et al.,

2006; Christenhusz et al,

£,1978a, b)

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

HRAEBR  Lepidogrammitis intermedia Ching HZ4%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae KIEHE Rl Polypodiaceae
il BB Lepidogrammitis kansuensis Ching ¥Zi%% Monolete K e EE Polypodiaceae /KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
A BB Lepidogrammitis pyriformis Ching %% Monolete KIEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEL Polypodiaceae
H % Lepidogrammitis rostrata (Bedd.) Ching ¥iZ4%% Monolete K JEHEL Polypodiaceae K JEHEL Polypodiaceae
s L % Lepidomicrosorium buergerianum (Miq.) Ching & K. #iZ4%% Monolete /KJEHFH Polypodiaceae /KIEHFH Polypodiaceae
H. Shing

7 R LB, Lepidomicrosorium hymenodes (Kunze) L. Shi & — #.%44% Monolete K JEHEL Polypodiaceae K JEHEL Polypodiaceae
X. C. Zhang

R ILTE Lepisorus affinis Ching mzizE Monolete KJEE %L Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
KII'FLT Lepisorus albertii (Regel) Ching mzdzE Monolete KJEE %L Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
¥ FL5  Lepisorus angustus Ching %% Monolete KJEE %L Polypodiaceae K Je& % Polypodiaceae
FHITLF5 Lepisorus asterolepis (Baker) Ching BZI%%E Monolete KJE& %L Polypodiaceae K Je& % Polypodiaceae
Wit FLH5 Lepisorus bicolor Ching BZ1%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae KAl Polypodiaceae
MEFLT Lepisorus cespitosus Y. X. Lin ¥154%% Monolete K FE Polypodiaceae KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KA ELF5 Lepisorus clathratus (C. B. Clarke) Ching %448 Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
JCAZFCH  Lepisorus confluens W. M. Chu FL%1%% Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
HELH5 Lepisorus contortus (Christ) Ching %448 Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
FIWIFCT Lepisorus crassipes Ching & Y. X. Lin FLZL%% Monolete K IeEEE Polypodiaceae JKIeE Rl Polypodiaceae
F L BLF5  Lepisorus eilophyllus (Diels) Ching H54%% Monolete K EEL Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
Fr 50 Lepisorus elegans Ching & W. M. Chuex W. M. Chu  #.%44% Monolete /KIEHEH Polypodiaceae /KIEHFF Polypodiaceae
F B FLF Lepisorus gyirongensis Ching & S. K. Wu %% Monolete KJE& %L Polypodiaceae KJE&E %L Polypodiaceae
BRI L3 Lepisorus kuchenensis (Y. C. Wu) Ching H.Z44% Monolete KJE& %L Polypodiaceae KJE&E %L Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

JE L ECE  Lepisorus lewisii (Baker) Ching

WNYL L Lepisorus likiangensis Ching & S. K. Wu
KH-EC5 Lepisorus longus Ching

Wi BLF5 Lepisorus loriformis (Wall. ex Mett.) Ching
£k L5 Lepisorus luchunensis Y. X. Lin

KB Lepisorus macrosphaerus (Baker) Ching
K Lepisorus magasorus (C. Chr.) Ching
AT Lepisorus marginatus Ching

Sl FL=F Lepisorus medogensis Ching & Y. X. Lin
i FC=F Lepisorus morrisonensis (Hayata) H. Ito
SHIAFLE Lepisorus nyalamensis Ching & S. K. Wu
HELH Lepisorus obscurevenulosus (Hayata) Ching
W5 FCH Lepisorus oligolepidus (Baker) Ching

HAI LTS Lepisorus pachuashanensis Ching
SV Lepisorus papakensis (Masam.) Ching & Y. X. Lin
K FCH Lepisorus pseudonudus Ching

%75 B L5 Lepisorus pseudo-ussuriensis Tagawa
FEEFLSH Lepisorus scolopendrium (Ham. ex D. Don.) Mehra
HHAEELTS Lepisorus sinensis (Christ) Ching

L% FLF5 Lepisorus sordidus (C. Chr.) Ching

¥eai FLF5 Lepisorus stenistus (C. B. Clarke) Y. X. Lin
EZRFLTE Lepisorus subconfluens Ching

N3

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3
LAY
LAY
LAY
LAY
Y
I
LIES o
LIES o

Al

N3

Al

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
K e EE Polypodiaceae
KHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KJeEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIEEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

K JeEEE Polypodiaceae
/KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

JETLH Lepisorus sublinearis (Baker) Ching

UK FCH Lepisorus suboligolepidus Ching

KHAFF Lepisorus thaipaiensis Ching & S. K. Wu

L3 Lepisorus thunbergianus (Kaulf. ) Ching

JGj FCF Lepisorus tibeticus Ching & S. K. Wu

WM FLH5 Lepisorus tosaensis (Makino) H. Ito

#E T Lepisorus tricholepis K. H. Shing ex Y. X. Lin
L9 BLPC Lepisorus ussuriensis (Regel & Maack) Ching

Z~FAFL=6 Lepisorus xiphiopteris (Baker) W. M. Chuex Y. X.

Lin

SRk Leptochilus axillaris (Cav.) Kaulf.

O JE % Leptochilus cantoniensis (Baker) Ching
L S % Leptochilus decurrens Blume

E ik Metapolypodium manmeiense (Christ) Ching
VL2 )% Microsorum fortunei (T. Moore) Ching
PIE R Microsorum insigne (Blume) Copel.

JiE 2 Bk Microsorum membranaceum (D. Don) Ching
JeE AL Microsorum membranaceum var. carinatumw. M.
Chu & Z. R. He

H#E Bk Microsorum pteropus (Blume) Copel.

SE % Microsorum punctatum (L.) Copel.

Mk ELBk  Microsorum reticulatum Ching ex L. Shi

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae

JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KJeEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIEEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K% EL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae

JK %l Polypodiaceae
KJE& %L Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
JKIEE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae

JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae

K%l Polypodiaceae
KJE&E %L Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

] ALBR Microsorum steerei (Harr.) Ching

KA Microsorum superficiale (Blume) Ching

W KALR Microsorum zippelii (Blume) Ching

F Bk Neocheiropteris palmatopedata (Baker) Christ

— X J# Bk Neocheiropteris triglossa (Baker) Ching
S J& % Neolepisorus ensatus (Thunb.) Ching
/NE R Neolepisorus minor W. M. Chu

JE& % Neolepisorus ovatus (Bedd.) Ching

=SB

Neolepisorus ovatus f. deltoideus (Baker) Ching

188 VB Bk Neolepisorus ovatus f. doryopteris (Christ) Ching
HIEE L Neolepisorus truncatus Ching & P. S. Wang

YR 2R
Serm.

TR % Phymatopteris cartilagineo-serrata (Ching & S. K.

Wu) S. G. Lu
BEX (TR
ATIEBRIRT Bk
BEPHEUR Ik
Wk 5 B ik
e INCRER
Serm.
ARk

Phymatopteris albopes (C. Chr. & Ching) Pic.

Phymatopteris chrysotricha (C. Chr.) Pic. Serm.
Phymatopteris conjuncta (Ching) Pic. Serm.
Phymatopteris conmixta (Ching) Pic. Serm.
Phymatopteris connexa (Ching) Pic. Serm.
Phymatopteris crenatopinnata (C. B. Clarke) Pic.

Phymatopteris cruciformis (Ching) Pic. Serm.

N3

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3

Al

N3

Al

s

LAY
LAY
LAY
Y
I

LIES o

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
K HE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae

JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae

KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae

KJE& %L Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
JKIEE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KAl Polypodiaceae

JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae

KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae

/KJEE %L Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

FRMHER % Phymatopteris dactylina (Christ) Pic. Serm.
KH LM B Phymatopteris daweishanensis S. G. Lu
BRI B% Phymatopteris digitata (Ching) Pic. Serm.
BRI % Phymatopteris ebenipes (Hook.) Pic. Serm.
F4h kR % Phymatopteris ebenipes var. oakesii (C. B.
Clarke) Satija & Bir

KM% Phymatopteris echinospora (Tagawa) Pic.
Serm.

BURABR % Phymatopteris engleri (Luerss.) Pic. Serm.
B4R % Phymatopteris erythrocarpa (Mett. ex Kuhn) Pic.
Serm.

BePMEDR Bk Phymatopteris falcatopinnata (Hayata) S. G. Lu
IS % Phymatopteris glaucopsis (Franch.) Pic. Serm.
KRB % Phymatopteris griffithiana (Hook.) Pic. Serm.
W E B % Phymatopteris hainanensis (Ching) Pic. Serm.
S8 EUR B Phymatopteris hastata (Thunb.) Pic. Serm.
ELWIER % Phymatopteris hirtella (Ching) Pic. Serm.

[ 5598 % Phymatopteris incisocrenata Ching ex W. M. Chu
&S.G. Lu

PNYTABR % Phymatopteris likiangensis (Ching) Pic. Serm.
B BRI Bk Phymatopteris majoensis (C. Chr.) Pic. Serm.
5 5 EJR % Phymatopteris malacodon (Hook.) Pic. Serm.

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete

FLZISE Monolete

BLZL%% Monolete
BLZL%% Monolete

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

HZLZE Monolete
FZL%% Monolete
FZL%% Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJEHFH Polypodiaceae

KIE AL Polypodiaceae

K AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae

KJeEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIEEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae

JK %l Polypodiaceae
KJE& %L Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
/KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KIEHFH Polypodiaceae

K HEEL Polypodiaceae

JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae

JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae

K%l Polypodiaceae
KJE& %L Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
3@ EU% % Phymatopteris nigropaleacea (Ching) S. G. Lu HZI%% Monolete K JeEEE Polypodiaceae /KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
BRI % Phymatopteris nigrovenia (Christ) Pic. Serm. LZ1%% Monolete JKIEE AL Polypodiaceae KR Polypodiaceae
K% 5% Phymatopteris oblongifolia (S. K. Wu) W. M. Chu  #1.%44% Monolete KIEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEL Polypodiaceae
& S. G. LuinH. Li.
[ THER Bk  Phymatopteris obtusa (Ching) Pic. Serm. HL4%% Monolete K EEE Polypodiaceae K eEEE Polypodiaceae
Ik JE % % Phymatopteris omeiensis (Ching) Pic. Serm. HL4%% Monolete K e#EE Polypodiaceae K e#EE Polypodiaceae
REUEIE L Phymatopteris oxyloba (Wall. ex Kunze) Pic. Serm.  ¥i%44% Monolete K JEHEL Polypodiaceae K JEHEL Polypodiaceae
EW R B Phymatopteris pellucidifolia (Hayata) Pic. Serm.  #i1%44% Monolete K JeEEE Polypodiaceae K eEEE Polypodiaceae
Fr 588 Bk Phymatopteris pianmaensis W. M. Chu FZLZ% Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
JEPMEJR B Phymatopteris quasidivaricata (Hayata) Pic. Serm.  ¥.244% Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
% BRI Bk Phymatopteris rhynchophylla (Hook.) Pic. Serm. %% Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
Bk PU R Bk Phymatopteris shensiensis (Christ) Pic. Serm. HZ4%% Monolete K EL Polypodiaceae KIEHEL Polypodiaceae
AMERI % Phymatopteris similis (Ching) W. M. Chu BAZL%% Monolete K EFL Polypodiaceae K El Polypodiaceae
AR % Phymatopteris stewartii (Bedd.) Pic. Serm. B ZU%E Monolete K& % Polypodiaceae K El Polypodiaceae
# N UM % Phymatopteris stracheyi (Ching) Pic. Serm. F24%% Monolete Ko EEE Polypodiaceae K IeE Rl Polypodiaceae
TR % Phymatopteris subebenipes (Ching) Pic. Serm. F24%% Monolete K IeEEE Polypodiaceae JKIeE Rl Polypodiaceae
S VEEUE B Phymatopteris taiwanensis (Tagawa) Pic. Serm. F24%% Monolete K IeE Rl Polypodiaceae K Ie# Rl Polypodiaceae
MR % Phymatopteris tenuipes (Ching) Pic. Serm. F24%% Monolete K IeEEE Polypodiaceae JKIeE Rl Polypodiaceae
PHAER % Phymatopteris tibetana (Ching & S. K. Wu) W. M. #.344% Monolete K% EL Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
Chu
= ¥8{BJ% % Phymatopteris triloba (Houtt.) Pic. Serm. %% Monolete KJE& %L Polypodiaceae KJE&E %L Polypodiaceae
— HBJR % Phymatopteris trisecta (Baker) Pic. Serm. HL54%% Monolete KB F} Polypodiaceae KB F} Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

JoiE IR Bk Phymatopteris wuliangshanensis W. M. Chu

J& A BB % Phymatopteris yakushimensis (Makino) Pic. Serm.
ek Phymatosorus cuspidatus (D. Don) Pic. Serm.

W 9% Bk Phymatosorus hainanensis (Noot.) S. G. Lu
IR Phymatosorus lanceus (Ching & Chu H. Wang) S. G.
Lu

%P1 Phymatosorus longissimus (Blume) Pic. Serm.
KR %  Phymatosorus membranifolius (R. Brown) S. G. Lu
J& % Phymatosorus scolopendria (Burm. f.) Pic. Serm.

W TEAE % Platygyria sinuata Ching & S. K. Wu
JIVESEH Bk Platygyria soulieana (Christ) X. C. Zhang & Q. R.
iu

-

ZARFEAT R Platygyria variabilis Ching & S. K. Wu
Tey ik Platygyria waltonii (Ching) Ching & S. K. Wu
JEyifii R Platygyria x inaequibasis Ching & S. K. Wu

RN

=

In

R EIK I Polypodiastrum argutum (Wall. ex Hook. Hook.)
Ching

JII /K2 Polypodiastrum dielseanum (C. Chr.) Ching

KK e Polypodiodes amoena (Wall. ex Mett.) Ching

2L /K0 Polypodiodes amoena var. duclouxi (Christ) Ching
ZE/K el Polypodiodes amoena var. pilosa (C. B. Clarke)
Ching

N

HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete

¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete

HiZLZE Monolete
HZLZE Monolete
HZLZE Monolete

FZL%% Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae

KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae

JKJIEEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae

KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
/KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KIEHFH Polypodiaceae

K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae

JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae

KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

il AL

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

HHK g Polypodiodes bourretii (C. Chr. & Tardieu) W. M.
Chu

i K e B Polypodiodes chinensis (Christ) S. G. Lu
BRIk b Polypodiodes falcipinnula S. K. Wu & J. Murata
H¥5/K 0 Polypodiodes formosana (Baker) Ching

= O /K Bl Polypodiodes hendersonii (Bedd.) Fraser-Jenk.

ik i Polypodiodes lachnopus (Wall. ex Hook.) Ching
FRi/K 1 Polypodiodes microrhizoma (C. B. Clarke ex
Baker) Ching

FAK e Polypodiodes niponica (Mett.) Ching

7K B8 Polypodiodes niponica var. glandulosa P. S. Wang
REAM/KZH Polypodiodes pseudolachnopus S. G. Lu

R A /K JE# Polypodiodes subamoena (C. B. Clarke) Ching
He=£/KJe5 Polypodiodes wattii (Bedd.) Ching

%AtZ /L% Polypodium virginianum L.

KKV % £ % Polypodium vulgare L.

Wik 4795 Pyrrosia adnascens (Sw.) Ching

544145 Pyrrosia adnascens f. calcicola K. H. Shing

F1BR Pyrrosia angustissima (Gies. ex Diels) Tagawa & K. Iwats.

A= Pyrrosia assimilis (Baker) Ching
WA= Pyrrosia bonii (Christ ex Gies.) Ching
Aijiif1=5 Pyrrosia boothii (Hook.) Ching

HZL%% Monolete

1%4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete
¥Z4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
¥iZ4%% Monolete
HiZ4%% Monolete

HLZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
FZ4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H1%4%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
H54%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete
HZ4%% Monolete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae

KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae

K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KJeEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIEEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
K% EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae

KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
/KIEHFH Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae
K HEEL Polypodiaceae
/KJEHFH Polypodiaceae

JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,

Species

Spore apertures styles

£,1978a, b)

2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

64145 Pyrrosia calvata (Baker) Ching HZ4%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae KIEHE Rl Polypodiaceae
M4 Pyrrosia caudifrons Ching H%4%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae JKIEE AL Polypodiaceae
T#E41=5 Pyrrosia costata (C. Presl) Tagawa & K. lwats. %% Monolete KJEEEL Polypodiaceae K JEEF} Polypodiaceae
#1b 4755 Pyrrosia davidii (Baker) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete KIEE %L Polypodiaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
#i-E 145 Pyrrosia drakeana (Franch.) Ching HL.Z44% Monolete JKEEFE Polypodiaceae KJEEEL Polypodiaceae
I 415 Pyrrosia eberhardtii (Christ) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
B A4 Pyrrosia flocculosa (D. Don) Ching HL.Z44% Monolete JKEEFE Polypodiaceae KJEEEL Polypodiaceae
Vir§ 4145 Pyrrosia gralla (Gies.) Ching FLZ4%% Monolete KIEE %L Polypodiaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
#4795 Pyrrosia hastata (Thunb. ex Houtt.) Ching HZE Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
455 Pyrrosia heteractis (Mett. ex. Kuhn) Ching mzdzE Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
FH£15 Pyrrosia laevis (J. Sm. ex Bedd.) Ching HZE Monolete KIEEEL Polypodiaceae KIEEEL Polypodiaceae
P&t 4795 Pyrrosia lanceolata (L.) Farwell Z1%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae KAl Polypodiaceae
#4755 Pyrrosia linearifolia (Hook.) Ching Z1%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae KAl Polypodiaceae
4176 Pyrrosia lingua (Thunb.) Farwell BZ1%% Monolete KIEHEL Polypodiaceae K AL Polypodiaceae
MVEAF Pyrrosia longifolia (Burm. f.) Morton %448 Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
= X479 Pyrrosia mannii (Gies.) Ching %448 Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
FAH K A195 Pyrrosia matsudae (Hayata) Tagawa H1%4%% Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
#45 Pyrrosia nuda (Gies.) Ching H1%4%% Monolete K%L Polypodiaceae K%L Polypodiaceae
24 Pyrrosia nudicaulis Ching ¥%44% Monolete K EEL Polypodiaceae K% EE Polypodiaceae
¥ Pyrrosia nummulariifolia (Sw.) Ching ¥L%44% Monolete KI%HEEE Polypodiaceae K% EL Polypodiaceae
K& 4 Pyrrosia oblonga Ching %% Monolete KJE& %L Polypodiaceae KJE&E %L Polypodiaceae
H Wit Pyrrosia petiolosa (Christ) Ching %% Monolete KJE& %L Polypodiaceae KJE&E %L Polypodiaceae
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Yokt

Species

RS SNt

Spore apertures styles

#14 Family (1~
£,1978a, b)

A4 Family (Smith et al.,
2006; Christenhusz et al,
2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)

W45 Pyrrosia polydactyla (Hance) Ching
F 4795 Pyrrosia porosa (C. Presl) Hovenk.

445 Pyrrosia porosa var. mollissima (Ching) K. H. Shing

JFiilifi 45 Pyrrosia sheareri (Baker) Ching

#4115 Pyrrosia shennongensis K. H. Shing
L4 Pyrrosia similis Ching

¥t 4795 Pyrrosia stenophylla (Bedd.) Ching
FERA=E Pyrrosia stigmosa (Sw.) Ching

28B4 Pyrrosia subfurfuracea (Hook.) Ching
475 Pyrrosia tonkinensis (Gies.) Ching

Bk Schellolepis persicifolia (Desv.) Pic. Serm.
TURBEIKBL Schellolepis subauriculata (Blume) J. Sm.
BBk Tricholepidium normale (D. Don) Ching
EEE K Pleurosoriopsis makinoi (Maxim. ex Makino) Fomin

fEM Tk Calymmodon asiaticus Copel.

BB Calymmodon gracilis (F&) Copel.
TEAM K Grammitis adspersa Blume

KELAM B Grammitis congener Blume

KRR RN B Grammitis dorsipila (Christ) C. Chr. & Tardieu
KRB Grammitis intromissa (Christ) Parris

UK K Grammitis jagoriana (Mett.) Tagawa

N3

eSS
eSS
LiEl o
LES
LES
LES
LE3
B3
LE3

Al

N3

Al

Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete
Monolete

—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete
—=45% Trilete
=5k Trilete
=5k Trilete
— 4% Trilete
— 4% Trilete

JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
JKJeEFE Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
KIE AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae
KJeEEL Polypodiaceae
B R}
Pleurosoriopsidaceae
AR B FE Grammitidaceae
R FEE Grammitidaceae
R B FE Grammitidaceae
A EE Grammitidaceae
A EE Grammitidaceae
R BE Grammitidaceae
R BE Grammitidaceae

/KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
JKIEE AL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
KIHEEL Polypodiaceae
K HEEL Polypodiaceae
KIEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
JKIEHEEL Polypodiaceae
KAl Polypodiaceae
K AL Polypodiaceae
JKJIeEFE Polypodiaceae

KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%EEL Polypodiaceae
KI%HEEL Polypodiaceae
JK %l Polypodiaceae
K%l Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
KJeEFH Polypodiaceae
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YyFf IR 2 it R4 Family (1= %14 Family (Smith et al.,
Species Spore apertures styles £,1978a, b) 2006; Christenhusz et al,

2011; 5K7E4R5E, 2013)
KA Grammitis nuda Tagawa —44% Trilete AR Grammitidaceae KIEEFl Polypodiaceae
FEAM B Grammitis reinwardtii Blume %45k Trilete A EREL Grammitidaceae JKIEE AL Polypodiaceae
Y E4mBL Micropolypodium cornigerum (Baker) X. C. Zhang =% Trilete AR BAL Grammitidaceae KIEEL Polypodiaceae
ik Micropolypodium okuboi (Yatabe) Hayata =% Trilete AR BAL Grammitidaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
45 Micropolypodium sikkimense (Hieron.) X. C. Zhang =% Trilete AR BAL Grammitidaceae K Je#El Polypodiaceae
277 #% Prosaptia contigua (G. Forst.) C. Presl =% Trilete AR BAL Grammitidaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
T % Prosaptia khasyana (Hook.) C. Chr. & Tardieu =% Trilete AR BAL Grammitidaceae KIEE %L Polypodiaceae
T 7T % Prosaptia obliquata (Blume) Mett. =% Trilete AR BAL Grammitidaceae K JeEEl Polypodiaceae
H55 % Scleroglossum pusillum (Blume) Alderw. = Z45% Trilete AR EL Grammitidaceae JKJeEFH Polypodiaceae
EEPTN

Ching RC (1978a) The Chinese fern families and genera: systematic arrangement and historical origin. Acta Phytotaxonomica Sinica, 16(3),
1-19. (in Chinese) [R1=& (1978a) ' [ERISHMFHE KRGS Py ook, FEA 528574, 16(3), 1-19.]

Ching RC (1978b) The Chinese fern families and genera: systematic arrangement and historical origin (cont.). Acta Phytotaxonomica Sinica,
16(4), 16-37. (in Chinese) [Z5{~ & (1978b) ' [EBRISHLDIRL K R GEHE SR SR (2E). A 732857441k, 16(4), 16-37.]

Christenhusz MJM, Zhang XC, Schneider H (2011) A linear sequence of extant families and genera of lycophytes and ferns. Phytotaxa, 19,

7-54.
Smith AR, Pryer KM, Schuettpelz E, Korall P, Schneider H, Wolf PG (2006) A classification for extant ferns. Taxon, 55, 705-731.
Zhang XC, Wei R, Liu HM, He LJ, Wang L, Zhang GM (2013) Phylogeny and classification of the extant lycophytes and ferns from China.
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BTk e

T S RIS BT SR JIRE N E S
R ENTSHI R
REW HEE WER ¥ OB RAE 2XH T ¥

(ALK 5 A fr R 22, B 310058)

E: HUSEYIE IR K O R R BISYIR I A F, BIRIEAN S K. ABTIE IR I 1R ) 2 7 B
U5 T 5 SV B AS I RE M . 20074E4 7 2220134E6 7, RATFELGIATHE 1T 136 M b B U5 10 B IH 9 2K, KHs
PHRE T DR SR R 7 N, S A BN UGS H, JRiz I IZ R [m] R AN AR, R 70 5 2 e
JI AN FDRE I P e A (s . 45 SRR, T By SR 5E S S HIORE /0 5 A0 b BA e o e o L2 By U5 S B4 R
/AN, T BRRE 70 95 KPR e S R L By U5 S B A UK. DRI, T S Bl A & 05 250 % SR R 9 B BE /) %
SO HAE R A

REA: FER AR, KR, BEEE, BHSK THM

X

Effects of dispersal abilities on community dynamics of breeding birds on
the land-bridge islands in the Thousand Island Lake, China

Yiru Wu, Xingfeng Si, Chuanwu Chen, Di Zeng, Yuhao Zhao, Jiaqi Li, Ping Ding*
College of Life Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058

Abstract: Island biogeography theory is an important part of community ecology, and its core process is
species turnover, which is determined by species colonization and extinction. A large number of studies have
shown that community dynamics of many biotic taxa can be affected by their dispersal abilities. Our study
explored the effects of dispersal abilities on community dynamics of breeding birds. Between April 2007 and
June 2013, we surveyed bird communities using line-transects on 36 land-bridge islands during breeding
seasons in the Thousand Island Lake, China. We divided breeding birds into two types according to their dis-
persal abilities. We then used multivariate logistic regression and the maximum likelihood method to estimate
the biogeographical parameters and to analyze community dynamics of these breeding birds. Results showed
that birds with strong dispersal abilities have been less affected by island parameters than others, with a
higher turnover rate. Therefore, the difference of dispersal abilities of breeding birds has significant effects
on their community dynamics on the land-bridge islands in the Thousand Island Lake, China.

Key words: turnover rate; colonization rate; extinction rate; community dynamics; breeding birds; Thousand
Island Lake

MacArthur F1 Wilson £ #iL 5 05 A= ) 1b B 2% B i R 2 2 Y 15 DR 9/ (R B A%, distance effect), K
(Island Biogeography Theory, IBT) (MacArthur & 2 22 U] i I 05 1 AR PR 3G DK T 9/ (TRTAR RN, area
Wilson, 1963, 1967)I\ N, #Fh= & & BHYFIE AR effect) (Manne et al, 1998; Krauss et al, 2003; Si et al,
b RAF A R SE A veE, iR NRBEE B 2014). Bk, ATDUGEWRTIIROR . BRESEEN I G 2

WSO 1 41: 2016-07-30; 323 H #1: 2016-09-02
ST H: XK A2 4(31210103908; 31500453)
" J@EH  Author for correspondence. E-mail: dingping@zju.edu.cn
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524 %

EC T AR /N o B S R ORI B U5 WA SE 2 i)
(Diamond, 1975; Diamond & Marshall, 1977;
Rosenzweig, 1995; Spengler et al, 2011). [FJif, 1%
WA By 05 B A0 AR S b i R 3 B FE AR AE B)
A, B Fh 2H B2 BE I 18] 170 42 £k (Morrison,
2010). R 054 Yy 3 S A8 T 502 AT,
HE IR 2R BETE R E VAN Z 0 B2 (Buns &
Neufeld, 2009; Losos & Ricklefs, 2010).

Yl S e R B I IA) AR, — S IXRR 2 A
F1%) S5 L o i 08 2K 446 A0 FL A 0 e N B R AN I AR
(Panitsa et al, 2008). H #ij C\ A K& [ # 7T (Diamond,
1969; Nilsson & Nilsson, 1982; Cody, 2006; Si et al,
2014). %0, Hustéf1Boulinier (2007)i i i B 225
XA B B S 2R T 7T, AR 5 1) R e
e T B Sy A R AR AR B IR R ) RN B AR
%, T B B ) A A 2 5 R I T o R R B R AROR
K. X, FoufopoulosfMayer (2007)%] % %5715
A B BRI H SRR, 15 2R RN
) 85 WS e v 4 B AH O R B R, TR B J8) e e vy
T HAR G2 518 A WM e AT AR 2,
R BT By UG A M) B 2 BRAL, R R Hi R
R AN R0 P o ) B FR) 52 M PO BPT 5 AT SR 5 A 1R 3

I HURE /) & LR B R YA & B —
A EEIRF K 2K (Lowry & Lester, 2006; Patifio et al,
2014). A KY HE I 2 5P oA . B
BAEWAR G, — LR A AR YRR S A Rl 28
i — AR OC R =48 2 35 22 577 (Drakare et al, 2006;
Franzén et al, 2012; Aranda et al, 2013). Gaston (2003)
W R, J5HE BN (metazoan species) Y HLAE 115H
(i LA B 58 R B o A a B, Ty kR
55 FAFl o 48 0 RV FEAR XS AT PR . Heiser5(2014)
XF it AL A G A RS I H AT IR AT T, R
H AN ZE BNV H (B9 B RE /0 022 R4 By | 0 25
XAt A AR R, TS B A AN
Pitta %5 (2014) 8t 70 & ILA 4 BLRE 11 959 Fh 43 A 1) B
U5 7] 22 BR LG 9 BCRE 0 s b o0 A 1 B U5 TR) 22 B
Ko B, U5 rRe e 70 0 22 50 2 £ SRR X
BWREE M BN KA RN VE D FhZH
%55 75 T (Rosenzweig, 1995; Kisel et al, 2011; Rick-
lefs & Renner, 2012; Patifio et al, 2014).

TR WVE N B U5 R G, SRR ShAS T
WG . B, rf SIsEIHA MR ESE &

R A A H i L (Whittaker & Fernandez-Palacios,
2007); Fk, WM B ISAEX RN, B E YRS
TAMEA(SI et al, 2014); fJa, A BIEKRER
Wk (R [RIAR [R], S 05 B sz N T . AL
T By R A S5 BHE S AR R, SR AL (D)
FhEEES RIS, BBEEZRAMER, N
[FHLAE 1 S RABENR . KL R R A s
AR, BB FEA b A2k, BA A B) AR Hihe
5 R h ) i % 2 R AN [R) A5 a) R, 3R T 1 AR
AT AS [0 5 RV B AS IR R

1 Bt

T S WAL T W VL4 2 B 5 N (29°22'-29°50
N, 118°34'-119°15" E), HiAbHiL & aEE, f£19594F
DRI 3 3 24V /K 77 % Bl i T B N 3 247K
REIEFI108 mit}, AIRIHEFIA573 km?, 1,078
AMHAR K T0.25 haffiBfitfr & 05(Wang et al, 2009). T
K 980 1 Ab S s ZE VSR X b 2%, B iR
W, ZZRRFDN, HFIRAKEL, DUZE5 8. Wi 5
(1 1t A g 2 2R Ay S A o AR, AT AR MR
PLARAR IR A By B FA (Pinus massoniana) M A =E (5K 7%
&, 2008) .

2 MIRFE

2.1 PERISEKE

2007-20134F H Z&, 1T BHlikI36 N+
P /b 1) By W54 DB 78 XS (BT 1) BT ik i 05 TH AR LE
0.57-1,300 ha2 [6], & 055E f BT R 25 7520 mAl
3.71 kmZ [A](Si et al, 2016). 14k 5 05 H A K]/
I IR FRIE N 1-36%F o
22 EAYMIRESE

2007201341146 H (EFHZ), LW L5 M
TG UT RS, R FRE LRI i Sy & 253k
ATIE . 0T TAER I By, ARAE A ML E
AN B & T R 2 (AR K T-1,000 half) 8545 &
8ACFELL, THIARAE100—1,000 hala] () 505 ¥ & 456k
4, MFTE10-100 hald] () 058 B2 %M 4k), T%
FELEK PEZ1400 m; T HFE/N10 habl )i &
05, WRIGLEMREFL, HBEESHITHE
(Wang et al, 2009). &R, HEEFRKERH
WIEFFMRE 10 S A )M B ERI2/ANE, PLZI1.5
kn/h (P53 FE VS RELR T E, 103 BE B AELE25 mitH A
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Fig. 1 Maps of the 36 studied islands in the Thousand Island
Lake, China.

DL BT B 22K, ISR LN IER
AN 35 G, 2008).2007-20104F, &4 H A4
BUSE A5 2011-20134F, HAMHAXEANG
W5 E A3 BT WS EE G, B
KA — FU5 L W B (presence)id N1, A 8
(absence)it 0. FTA W B 05— R ) AT E R
B, el G EAR AL R A A — . ARSI
RAEKE G, Frolife s & EN BA RHEAT N
(RS TEE MY BU8AT RIS TARE, J7
A5 3 A BIE 7 v (R K 7 12

2.3 WEMEHESH

A S AR S BB HE T 2 S U5 TR (Area, A).

b &5 £ (Isolation, 1). H A R BB &5 THE 77k 3
PRSI ] SBuE 318 SUWN TR RS N )
(distance to the nearest mainland). & U514 2% 0 f i
5 U5 B 2% B %5 0 25 (distance to nearby nearest is-
land). 55 U510 ¢ R g 30 560K B 05 B 28 5 50 BE 3
(distance to nearby larger island) (Si et al, 2014). X3
AN [ 100 B8 25 B TF 507 6 B vk 5 R J= 350 A A0
(B2, BEsg1), PRt BT H Hod & ARt 5t 20 1
(RN R - Ay = Chuk” IR SN i iR =)
(Wang et al, 2010, 2011). S5U5THI A (ha). B& B (m)
¥4 F ArcView 3.2 T I 1 b X 50 b Y 2 50 K]

F1 TR PAERISHEMESH
Table 1 Characteristics of 36 studied islands in the Thousand

Island Lake, China

Bl5%s
Island code  Area (ha)

i 5
Isolation (m)

FREAE

Total length of transects (m)

1 1,289.23 897 3,200
2 143.19 1,415 1,600
3 109.03 965 1,600
4 55.08 954 800

5 46.37 730 800

6 35.64 2,110 800

7 32.29 1,937 800
8 5.69 22 375

9 3.42 583 300
10 2.90 1,785 275
11 2.83 1,238 150
12 2.29 974 300
13 2.23 3,262 400
14 2.00 1,042 300
15 1.93 888 250
16 1.74 2,293 300
17 1.54 711 375
18 1.52 850 250
19 1.40 1,760 375
20 1.26 55 200
21 1.20 658 225
22 1.20 2,129 225
23 1.17 2,453 250
24 1.15 847 275
25 1.03 1,459 250
26 1.01 2,104 250
27 0.96 3,134 250
28 0.91 1,340 275
29 0.86 2,322 225
30 0.83 2,299 275
31 0.83 1,099 250
32 0.80 2,098 300
33 0.67 1,140 325
34 0.59 641 225
35 0.59 1,018 250
36 0.57 3,712 200
(1 2 10000)I & Fr 57K 36 1555, 2008).

24 DE3STHRRE

FEFr AL A5, B389 BRE 0 H A SR

P13 (mm) 5 H V- 35 44 5 (@) 1 37 77 AR LU 4B R 1
% (Woinarski, 1989; Fischer & Lindenmayer, 2005),
Hh SRR, RELIEYZSH (PESKRE)
(GBXIEFT, 2001).
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Fig. 2 The relationship of species richness of three kinds of bird group and island parameters

2.5 BUSEYIMIBEF S

AHFFAEF UL T 2E W BE 22 2 5 (Russell et al,
2006; Si et al, 2014):

iT N\ # (colonization rate, A): FE¥IF AR K H
IAEFE— By 05, e 1R AR 1% 5 JF 34T B A
IR

KA (extinction rate, u): FRPIFFHFER7E R —
Ry US55, M+ VR R H IR 1% 5 R 2R

WLEZ K 4% (observed extinction rate, d): $84
eI AR — UG BB, T+ 1 AF I AR W AR 1%
By, H R KA E RN (rescue effect), B R K 44
SHAF ] e 2 B T N A T 55 (Brown & Kod-
ric-Brown, 1977) MR . Kk, 7J185=pux (1 -2).

YFp =& JE (species richness, S): 15 HFEHE—
05 ER MR

JEHE K (turnover rate, T): fRtZE+14E, HHU5
TENBIIFREL . SR B K LM A0S 4[]
HIAE 12 5 05 B A B B AR
2.6 HUESR

5, KSR YRR RN S YR
AT E R, B E R R A T ORE 7 R
(strong dispersal ability) ] —25(F 3%2), NTFH1ER
M RP#ee 7155 (low dispersal ability) 1) — 2 (Fff %
3), FETHEEERR M.
2.6.1 YIMFEESBISSHAXER

PR B Ay 3R DR E R B
JIRE S RYPhEE R ¥ E R 15510 SR A

B, FENRBISSHON RGN U508 5 .
X o ) BEAT 0 B e, AR B DA R ot
LR, R ES RIS TR
&, [ERSANESYBEE I SRR R E S B
SRR RBAT R . /B AHRTESE T HNRR L
W5
2.6.2 HEBE

B BEAE =148 | e+ 147 T 1), P A8 5 B 05 0
HIP (presence)®7~, KREFEHA (absence)® 7w, NI
AHAB AR A AT B R AE I B B A RO N AAL
AP, PA. PP, XTI HINIAS 2y 6y 100
DU AEE RS, % S8 e AT IR IR A BT, &
AT G . A SCRA 2748 B8 4R 103 [m] T A A
(multivariate logistic regression model) X} & 1152 4
A, DEFEH (a0, ar, oo, Po, Pr. B)HATIIE (S et al,

2014).
XF T By Ui, % J8 i A 1R 2 (probabilities,
Pr)oy il A:
Pr(AA)=1-24, 1)
1
Pr(AP)=A1 =
7"( ) i 1+e—(010+051/4i+0‘21i) (2)
1
Pr(PA)=6, =y, x(1-4,) :Wx(l—ﬁi)
(3)
Pr(PP)=1-9, (4)

B UGITA S0 & A F I E(AA. AP,
PA. PP)73 5l Nais bi~ ¢~ &, ST EIREEAATT =, 1%
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ISR PR B (likelihood function, L) A:

L=TTa-4)"A"s51-5)"

- (5)

) FH f KA SR 3% (maximum  likelihood) X T &
AR ATING, BIAT SRS & S8,

2.6.3 IRENEES ZIRAIHERT

HEF ISR R S FANEIES 500, 0y B
Bo, WIFLAE 1624 EARBTY . 4k 1M fif FH 7Rt A5 2 v )
(Akaika’s Information Criterion, AIC)XI YT 1%
F o [FIET, FI AL H (model weighting, w) IR
*F-#5)(model averaging)X] T A 2 e A AT L 1E .

T % TR IR 3R 1) 2 A 25 e 155 4 vh ATCHE B
ANFREAY, 25 Ty R LA AR DU R ) A e A, I
M7= 424l % (Burnham & Anderson, 2002), K]t 7 %
AR U T EI (B BT e — 25 L
HEEHT o

BARRMENH E: HBAICHE K/ NETE &
A AT HEY, PRI Ew RN, B2
HAB IR T0.95; B, EHTEAAICHEH/NT2 (R
PR AR EE S ABL) 1) 4% 1 5 28 (Anderson, 2008) .

SIS HER EEE M 23X EE BS
ZHA. A PR EE AT A N, B a5 2]
BS54 IFEX B 2 {H (Burnham & Anderson,
2002).

R R SRR T A R B 2
ZHAFEIT N FE D) F G KAL), MorHitHE
AL P IR R E wi I, AR

A R
=1

Y =

i

X~

wW.

1

(6)

Forb, ¥ AT 0 B 7B o (.

I SN 8 J5 BN R ()R EE K 48 5(0),
RV ATt — 25 H S A A AR A AE

RT3 Ja B T [l U SR THRE S i R AL
FRABE TR R w1 N34T

A HIGe i 73 M #48 FHHRIE 5 (R Development
Core Team, 2014), A maxLik £ (Toomet & Hen-
ningsen, 2012). MuMInfi(Barton, 2013). veganfl
(Oksanen et al, 2014)117 .

3 %R

3.1 MFEEESBUISESHXR

SRMMEFEEE. TR SRR
L THOBE 89 K S M R R AR R & U T
AN I [T ) V= AR T A S A 24
(species—area relationship, SAR) (Arrhenius, 1921;
Scheiner, 2003). HHE2, K205, FEE 5051 Y
K, 3 HRBE /0 95 1 S5 R0 =E w1 A i R R T
PELRE T 5R ) 2K

I, S2RWR R I HRRE I 9m 38
Ykt E B PRRE ) 99 10 SRR A A
15 WS 0 1 P2 B M i ok (P12, 2%2). S, dbE
PRI T HORE /199 9 528, G IT A 5 28,
T HURE 1 58 1) 5 KW b =5 5 BT I SR B0
2218
3.2 AEHHENEXNEDMIBEFSY

H T & 05 2 AR A K BN AT HE R 2
M B3R TN, X T4 Bkae /1 am i 2K, i AFE
B AR AR DR T K, 2K 4 %00 T AR AR 4K ) UK
FEEANIIE N, b ] el 2 I v A B0 185 0 i /) e
-2

I HURE 71 959 1 55 2R 138 N SR B AR OR
(1082 N & <B4 N TP w7/
JE) Bt 2 I T AR o 2 R 9
33 REEESERSBISHIES KB EEE

X EEE IR 53, i AICE i E AL
RRALAAETAN, AN CLHGRE 2 B (M 3%4). TR T
BN R AARNS EBAE O, T K4 I A X 8
B 790.63; FE & FEXS T 38 N A X B 45 05 0.27,
ST R AR IR L EEH 0.31 (K4).

X IRLAE I35 1538, I AICE# € IR AL
R A AL HE AN, A CLHERR B B (B 3R5). AR
TIEN AR A ZE B AR A N1, B X
TR N EE AR B B H0.44, KT K 248 R AR
HZAH 038 (£4).

4 Vit
4.1 YMEEE
S W A 7 PR 2 T O 0N R AR A L o R ek

AN U5 S A B 2 YR (Diamond, 1975;
Burns & Neufeld, 2009). A4 R ER, Tig&
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Table 2 Relationship of species richness of three kinds of bird group and island parameters
PFiFEE BE Species richness ZH Coefficient
A Area F@25)% Isolation #HE Intercept R F
B 35Fh All birds 0.699%** ~0.140 39.548%** 0.534 18.896%**
B BURE AR 2 2K 0.709%* ~0.097 15.408%%* 0.530 18.606%**
Birds with strong dispersal ability
NGRS 0.693*** -0.163 24.140%** 0.536 19.053%**
Birds with low dispersal ability
kP <0.001
P 0.163 1 K A
g CoC fale
g C AL A AT
E'L Z -~ ad A:_-ﬁ oX7 .
g G A x el
® % o A gL YN
S
01
0.413 1 Op -
£ m.. A, DM AA o i
i = Fay
B o=
)
==
01
0382 1 G R
£ el A A
o 5 A
2
E g
=
1 10 100 1000 10 100 1000
B fge 3 N Bl RE

M#  Area (ha)

Y HLfE 7155 Low dispersal ability

E3 TR#36T BISEELREYIMIEF S HANLER

Distance to the nearest mainland (m)

A Pl hiss  Strong dispersal ability

Fig. 3 Predicted biogeographical parameters of breeding birds on 36 studied islands in the Thousand Island Lake

SRR R, I RARYE Y HLRE 10 K5 AR
R, AR AR BB K B g, HLARE
e 120 52 FR R N i G AR /S, O By U A ) P
BRI R, 245 RS AT R T Bl
T — AR O AR IO I A W FL 45 R TR AR 5 — B, Ed,
K58 AR (2008) W FL 159 21T By il 42 78 B % M Ah ==
LS BT A R R MR IEAR G, Wang#§(2012)

I FH A [ Y= AR 2R S - B 98 % SR A i A — TR D
REATOR, RIUE— B 2R P F 5 B bl
AR KT B K, SiZ5(2014) A& B0 T 5 b0 24 19 2%
YIMEEESRISHAREIEMGKER. R, LU
T I W5 I 5 0 P ol = EE S PRI RIE AT R AN
P A By U5 A 4 T T 2 A0 T ) 5 b, Gn 2 b i
(2007) I 5T Ron R BB /NI S5 1) S 28 |
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Table 3 Predicted biogeographical parameters of breeding birds on 36 studied islands in the Thousand Island Lake

IS TAE KA Z Jl e 2 LU
Island Colonization rate (1) Extinction rate (1) Turnover rate (7) Species richness (S)
G GE G 55 pi 55 b 55
Strong Low Strong Low Strong Low Strong Low
1 0.146 0.163 0.300 0.120 0.256 0.101 33.85 57.41
2 0.108 0.132 0.313 0.179 0.280 0.156 25.88 42.62
3 0.104 0.129 0.316 0.187 0.283 0.162 2491 41.26
4 0.094 0.121 0.321 0.209 0.291 0.184 22.72 37.02
5 0.092 0.120 0.323 0.214 0.293 0.188 22.15 36.24
6 0.088 0.115 0.322 0.227 0.294 0.201 21.50 33.72
7 0.087 0.114 0.323 0.231 0.295 0.204 21.19 33.23
8 0.068 0.107 0.349 0.282 0.325 0.252 15.99 27.74
9 0.063 0.094 0.343 0.318 0.321 0.288 15.15 22.90
10 0.061 0.090 0.341 0.331 0.320 0.301 14.88 21.46
11 0.061 0.091 0.342 0.330 0.321 0.300 14.79 21.60
12 0.059 0.089 0.344 0.339 0.324 0.309 14.30 20.90
13 0.059 0.087 0.341 0.346 0.321 0.316 14.36 20.05
14 0.058 0.088 0.345 0.345 0.325 0.315 14.01 20.33
15 0.057 0.085 0.346 0.346 0.326 0316 13.92 20.29
16 0.056 0.087 0.344 0.356 0.325 0.326 13.79 19.32
17 0.055 0.086 0.348 0.356 0.329 0.325 13.42 19.57
18 0.055 0.084 0.348 0.358 0.329 0.327 13.41 19.41
19 0.055 0.090 0.346 0.365 0.327 0.334 13.31 18.69
20 0.054 0.085 0.357 0.353 0.338 0.321 12.78 20.41
21 0.053 0.082 0.350 0.368 0.332 0.337 12.91 18.70
22 0.053 0.082 0.347 0.373 0.328 0.343 13.01 18.04
23 0.053 0.082 0.347 0.375 0.328 0.345 12.97 17.87
24 0.053 0.084 0.350 0.371 0.331 0.340 12.84 18.41
25 0.052 0.082 0.349 0.379 0.331 0.348 12.67 17.72
26 0.052 0.081 0.348 0.382 0.330 0.351 12.66 17.46
27 0.052 0.080 0.348 0.386 0.330 0.355 12.60 17.08
28 0.051 0.081 0.350 0.385 0.332 0.353 12.42 17.35
29 0.051 0.080 0.349 0.390 0.332 0.359 12.36 16.88
30 0.051 0.079 0.350 0.392 0.332 0.361 12.29 16.77
31 0.051 0.081 0.352 0.388 0.334 0.357 12.22 17.15
32 0.050 0.079 0.350 0.393 0.333 0.362 12.21 16.70
33 0.049 0.079 0.353 0.399 0.336 0.368 11.82 16.45
34 0.048 0.079 0.356 0.402 0.339 0.371 11.54 16.34
35 0.048 0.078 0.355 0.405 0.338 0.373 11.58 16.11
36 0.048 0.076 0.351 0.413 0.334 0.382 11.62 15.37

FE5 B UERR S ETOR, ARz a SR 0 R R Bl v 2
N FCR A B0 1) b B AR TS FE R A, AR BT
YiFh=E & FE 248 (Watling & Donnelly, 2006), 5%,
AR N (1) 5 R0 B 25 B AN U (Bellamy et
al, 1996). JE TN, IR B 05 R B B 5 P Fh
F 5 R RATAE R WA 4518 5 5 AR S AR A
A B AN R R S SR R 45 R L, FR

IR B RE /155 B S 2R Bl 3= 5 BB AR 3G 0
MG 2K T4 Bee /1o %38, BT
BRI E BRI HK . 285 AR, AR
PHLEE 71 55 W SR M O B K AR,
505 b 0 AR A7 B2 IR B AR X Bk /D (Laurance, 2008;
LaManna et al, 2015), 1y BF9 #8e 71 RIFR #1, THI
RN By 05 b4 HURE 7 55 1 55 28 A A7 B 22 e
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Table 4 Relative importance and weighted average parameter estimates for area and isolation as predictors of colonization () and

extinction (/) rates across 36 islands

BI5ZH

iEANZF Colonization rate

K443 Extinction rate

Island parameter

HZE Importance a HEHH Importance B

3% Strong 53 Low 5% Strong 55 Low 9 Strong 55 Low 9 Strong 59 Low
MR Area 1.00 1.00 0.159 +0.050*  0.107 £ 0.049* 0.63 1.00 —0.053 £0.060 —0.208 + 0.058*
FRESE Isolation  0.27 0.44 —0.002+0.103 —0.057 £ 0.091 0.31 0.38 —0.042 £0.129  0.055+0.109

*P <0.05.

/N, BAS [ & A P A7 A5 A [ 1 3 B A A7 PR TR AR
{H(Spengler et al, 2011).

AT R IN, P Hkme 1950 SRYFFEE
I o 5 5 o v 2> 1D ok R iz KT H R )
1528, XU BT T 9 HRE 1 om ) 28, BRIt
ANEEXT I A R 35 5 (Spengler et al, 2011). T 5
BT A 2 5 S R K B L 2R B 0 A KA 3,712
m, 1% B K 2 H T BUse 70 R 3K F 0T R D
ANTEAE H FE 0 25 B b5 (Si et al, 2014). 1% T4 Bk g
FI550 5528, ansE IR (Cettia fortipes)~ AR S
(Lonchura striata)5s, MBS FEIE S| —EH & Ja, W
LN A Y HURHIAE o 1X 5 Heiser55(2014)
BRI FEAN N B KR B 5 AN [E) 9 B e 0 e wh
FEAE T RIEAE, PR J15m FI R aT DL R R
B, T ERE 7755 I AR 0 1% PR B BT PR . 753
b AN ) 1 B B8 B TS T VR R, PR AR A SR 3 AL,
WENIE T 14518
42 FIARERER

RIE AR, AN BEe 758 KR IE N
K PBLAE 58 AT IE N 3R A8 2R [ A X E
BN, A TR s AT N — KA BN 1)
HEE R, WY ERERAYFIE N, P
BENNEY/F BN WS P EE ST

TR T4 HACRE 77 55 B 4 Tt 2K 466 26 1) A X B 22
B KR B s T4 B ae 15w i) S 25, 1k B AR X
T4 HUAE J1 55 FIP AR I R L vere MEIR, (EE X
R RETINUCCWA KO /b B O | P ek A b= =8 Y I
REZ T AR/ (1 B 05 R e SRR ) Fh (Burns &
Neufeld, 2009), ###E /155 IR TCIELE T Ak i
WSSk A A7, I HORE 71 SO BRI, ] B 1E B K 4
R LTt

B 29 5 X5 9 R 70 55 F P o N 6 (19 A G
FMEBEIR Y HORE R A A%, 0 A B S X
P HURE 7755 P R IR N BR #1148 K (Spengler et al,

2011), FWIHB 4> By U5 1 bR 25 2 ] e O 4 i 4k
RE 1 95 F I RR 9 HRE T L

(RN, B 2 S 9 i e 0 AN [R] ) 5 S A )i
N R AEFI G ) A G T A o He g 2, W]
Re oy BT A 4 — e i J A 5 B
b B8 & 1) 77 122 (Lomolino, 1996). ASHTF 5 BIT K F ) B
B JE AL AR By R s Kk () B2 R RS, 1T 57
WSHPKAT, &5 30 25 ) ) 52 % A1 JR AR 7T e 22 S 1% 77
VAT R S P R R R (S et al, 2014).
43 RBEE

Wi 2B 20 F Y e R — RAE 10% BL
(Schoener, 1983; Diamond & May, 1997; Panitsa et al,
2008), AW FEAF 2 B9 HLAE J) AN [F] 55 2K il
HRBET30% (4391 832.1%F130.4%), BT 5
T T 1 8 1) Jo e AR R v 1 — AR Sh AR ) 1) R
B o A5 JR A i R BT H 4 0 LT
e T B U B U5 AR A A3 R VL ORI R AT
b A RRAR, H AT AL T AR BL(ST et al,
2014), H 5 RRIAENILHA R PT L4 B LBl e, %
AR T, XK R 2B A
N TCVE SR BUE B AR A o T 4 o & 06 () B e B B
P K4 (Russell et al, 2006); — & T 5 & T K
Mr S 05 R 48, W RESAEAE YRR (species re-
laxation) i) i 7 (Laurance, 2008), B 7] & &4
Fh o A 22 183 2k I BL R (Mikkelson, 1993), T3
RYFEETE, T e e %

XFFANR B IR 538, T HLRE S s e A
JA B R TR R A S M R R AR, WTREH BLR
PRFRARERE: ()3 HAE 77 3R IRl 52 24 BOR ] 1) 5
M A X432 /N (Spengler et al, 2011), PRI 24 fir & i
ToVF I L7 R N BRI 22 HoAth B0, T4 HRe
JIE5 AR U H T 52 3085 B R A 1T Mk DL 2 (Burns
& Neufeld, 2009); (2)#R 4 5 £ i & 3 & (optimal
forage theory), &U5[E] [FEFEXT T4 HLEE 590 S
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KT A ACH BOK, T4 L m) T 0k 3 B A J5 3
(Russell et al, 2006).

5 Z5ip

T By ST SRR R T AR B
AALTT £ By A= 22 AR A TN 7 HkRE 0 59
IRl BT 5 32 S WS T AR 5 B B BE (RS L, &)
WS TR AN [ HUCRE 7T B B SR E N R L I RE
55 [0 S5 KL R R L K, T B 2 BE X
RE 77 95 1) S M A BOK; 3 HAE J1 5 0 %5281
M HURE 71 99 K S KA B S i A He R . A
U, SR EREMEY M EE R AR, K
YR RE AR, it — P R Eh

Bt it F e BAk BAe T B E K ARNE
FREINIF AL T IS, SHIER A KR
TAEEEE ), A EH!
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http:// www.biodiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2016209-1.pdf

MisR2 TR RRETISRRY ST & R
Appendix 2 The list of birds with strong dispersal ability in the Thousand Island Lake, China
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Appendix 4  All candidate models for predicting colonization and extinction rates of birds with strong dispersal ability simultane-
ously according to AAIC on 36 islands
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Appendix 5 All candidate models for predicting colonization and extinction rates of birds with low dispersal ability simultaneously
according to AAIC on 36 islands
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Appendix 2 The list of birds with strong dispersal ability in the Thousand Island Lake, China

iFh Species

{AE Mass (9)

#4 Length of the wing (mm)

¥ BhE /) Dispersal ability

21 J{A%7 Lanius cristatus
RRIABENY Streptopelia chinensis
Kili# Parus major

#1114 Parus venustulus
FRI48%  Abroscopus albogularis
2256845 Sturnus sericeus
/NEATERS Garrulax monileger
AR Y Gracupica nigricollis
FEISFERIMS Hemixos castanonotus
434 Carduelis sinica

H i Enicurus leschenaulti
JKIES Dendrocitta formosae

KB A Dendrocopos major
1IBEMG Streptopelia orientalis
S35 IS Hypsipetes meclellandii
JRWE LM, Pericrocotus solaris
HAHHIYS Hypsipetes leucocephalus
/NI Pericrocotus cantonensis
555 Turdus merula

=9 Pica pica

FA%Y Garrulus glandarius

159 Eudynamys scolopacea
ZIMEIERY Urocissa erythrorhyncha
A 3LBA S Dendrocopos canicapillus
X4 % Dicrurus leucophaeus
% Dicrurus macrocercus
K% % Dicrurus hottentottus
VU #LES Cuculus micropterus

4 E#E Cecropis daurica

/A8 Cuculus poliocephalus
RS Cuculus saturatus

Z# Hirundo rustica

KALAS Cuculus canorus

B E Caprimulgus indicus

33.00
161.25
14.33
11.30
4.25
75.00
82.00
159.75
39.00
18.25
45.75
97.50
69.13
242.50
39.00
16.50
53.75
21.00
96.50
221.50
155.00
211.75
176.75
26.75
50.25
51.00
87.50
118.50
23.50
57.75
104.25
17.75
119.75
94.75

87.50

149.75
67.50

62.40

46.00

120.00
124.50
159.25
99.75

77.80

107.00
141.75
127.25
193.75
106.13
80.25

119.25
88.50

149.00
202.00
181.75
202.75
191.75
104.75
140.25
141.00
169.25
198.50
118.00
159.75
200.00
111.00
213.25
206.00

27.28
27.51
27.79
27.81
28.40
28.46
28.66
29.35
29.41
29.55
29.92
30.80
31.01
31.07
31.29
31.52
31.60
32.08
32.48
33.39
33.83
34.02
34.17
35.03
38.01
38.02
38.12
40.41
41.20
41.33
42.50
42.55
43.26
45.19
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Appendix 3 The list of birds with low dispersal ability in the Thousand Island Lake, China

YF# Species

{AE Mass (0)

#+ Length of the wing (mm)

¥#fit /1 Dispersal ability

KBTS Bambusicola thoracicus
IFFME Phasianus colchicus

Kt %% Bradypterus luteoventris
4411855 Prinia inornata
FAESC S, Lonchura striata

PEL Y Lonchura punctulata

B ZgmERS Pomatorhinus erythrocnemis

% Lophura nycthemera

i J§ Garrulax canorus

JKIMWERS Garrulax cineraceus
LB Leiothrix lutea
RERB® Cisticola juncidis

21 3<HHHS Stachyris ruficeps
BEAEI A Picumnus innominatus
PR TS Cettia fortipes

W 4S50S Zosterops japonicus
FE15{A%7 Lanius schach
IKHE4ERY Alcippe morrisonia

J#k# Passer montanus
FEFEIYERS Pomatorhinus ruficollis
GRS Garrulax perspicillatus
FEk#84 Paradoxornis webbianus
KA Megalaima virens
HAEERS Garrulax pectoralis
ZEH RS Yuhina castaniceps
LFR#E Passer rutilans

ATAEMEN Spizixos semitorques
13k KJE 14 Aegithalos concinnus
K94 Paradoxornis gularis

2 /KM% Rhyacornis fuliginosa
k%% Pycnonotus sinensis
=i&JE% S Emberiza cioides
THBP Pycnonotus xanthorrhous

H:k#Y Melophus lathami

277.25
1,196.00
12.75
9.00
12.00
14.25
61.25
1,491.25
60.50
50.25
22.50
8.50
9.75
13.50
10.25
11.00
67.75
17.00
20.18
26.00
118.00
8.50
187.50
146.75
12.75
20.25
42.25
6.25
28.00
21.00
34.00
23.88
34.25
25.50

125.75
222.00
51.00
46.38
51.18
54.45
90.00
261.75
90.50
86.00
67.00
48.75
51.50
57.50
52.50
54.00
100.25
63.25
67.25
73.25
121.50
50.75
143.00
132.50
58.75
68.83
89.75
47.75
80.25
73.50
86.75
77.25
87.75
80.25

19.28
20.91
21.83
22.29
22.35
22.46
22.83
22.91
23.05
23.31
23.73
23.89
2411
24.15
24.17
24.28
24.59
24.60
24.70
24.73
24.77
24.87
24.98
25.12
25.15
25.25
25.77
25.92
26.43
26.64
26.78
26.83
27.02
27.26
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Appendix 4  All candidate models for predicting colonization and extinction rates of birds with strong dispersal ability simultaneously according to AAIC on 36 islands

Y XL AR R R ) 5RO AIC B RIS AR AR R B BT KR R & R RZE
Models Log(L) YA EZE BE ao o1 02 po P p2 Se(ao) Se(ar) Se(o2) Se(fo) Se(fr) Se(p2)
K AAIC w

Ac, Ae -2,138.75 4 0.00 031 -2.901 0.157 - -0.586 -0.0563 — 0.065 0.026 — 0.081 0.031 -—

Ac -2,140.25 3 0.98 019 -2.907 0.163 — -0.669 — - 0.065 0.025 — 0.066 — -

Ac, A, le -2,138.53 5 1.55 0.14 -2901 0157 — -0.281 -0.054 -0.044 0.064 0.026 — 0.458 0.031 0.065
A, lc, Ae -2,138.75 5 2.00 0.12 -2.895 0.157 -0.001 -0.586 -0.053 — 0.364 0.026 0.051 0.081 0.031 -—

Ac, le —-2,140.08 4 2.66 0.08 -2.907 0.163 — -0411 - -0.037 0.064 0.025 — 0492 — 0.070
Ac, lc —2,140.25 4 2.98 0.07 -2.905 0.163 0.000 -0.669 — — 0.380 0.025 0.053 0.066 — —

Ac, le, Ae, e —2,138.52 6 3.54 0.05 -2.874 0.157 —0.004 -0.279 -0.054 -0.044 0.382 0.026 0.053 0.453 0.031 0.064
Ac, e, le -2,140.08 5 4.65 0.03 -2.888 0.163  —0.003 -0.409 — -0.038 0409 0.026 0.057 0424 — 0.061
Ae -2,155.66 3 31.81 0.00 -2712 — - -0.567 -0.071 — 0.053 - - 0.082 0.030 —

Ae, le —2,155.42 4 33.34 0.00 -2712 — - -0.258 -0.072 -0.044 0.053 -— — 0.463 0.030 0.066
le, Ae —2,155.50 4 33.50 0.00 -2506 — -0.029 -0.567 -0.071 — 0360 -— 0.051 0.082 0.030 -—

le, Ae, le —-2,155.23 5 34.96 0.00 -2484 _— -0.032 -0.234 -0.072 -0.048 0352 — 0.050 0.487 0.030 0.069
— —-2,158.55 2 35.60 0.00 -2712 — — -0.686 — — 0.053 — — 0.066 — —

lc —-2,158.39 3 37.27 0.00 -2502 — —0.030 -0.685 — — 0374 — 0.053 0.066 — —

le —-2,158.40 3 37.29 0.00 -2712 — — -0437 — —0.036 0.053 — — 0457 — 0.065
lc, le -2,158.21 4 38.92 0.00 -2.485 — —-0.032 -0.415 — -0.039 0344 _ 0.049 0.456 — 0.065
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Appendix 5 All candidate models for predicting colonization and extinction rates of birds with low dispersal ability simultaneously according to AAIC on 36 islands

Y XL AR R R ) 5RO AIC B RIS AR AR R B BT KR R & R RZE
Models Log(L) YA EZE BE ao o1 02 po P p2 Se(ao) Se(ar) Se(o2) Se(fo) Se(fr) Se(p2)
K AAIC w

Ac, Ae -2,704.77 4 0.00 034 -2415 0109 - -0.495 -0.209 — 0.055 0.025 — 0.068 0.030 —

Ac —2,703.96 5 0.37 0.28 -1.995 0.105 -0.059 -0.494 -0.209 — 0329 0.025 0.046 0.068 0.030 —

Ac, A, le —-2,704.19 5 0.83 0.22 -2415 0109 — -0.902 -0.207 0.058 0.055 0.025 -— 0.388 0.030 0.055
A, lc, Ae —2,703.53 6 1.50 0.16 -2.034 0.106 -0.054 -0.850 -0.207 0.051 0.339 0.025 0.047 0.404 0.030 0.057
Ac, le -2,712.18 4 1481 0.00 -1.753 — -0.078 -0.478 -0.223 — 0311 -— 0.044 0.068 0.029 —

Ac, lc —2,713.66 3 15.76 0.00 -2.303 -— — -0.480 -0.223 — 0.047 — — 0.068 0.029 —

Ac, le, Ae, e —2,711.79 5 16.04 0.00 -1.788 — -0.073 -0.814 -0.222 0.048 0322 — 0.046 0.385 0.029 0.054
Ac, e, le -2,713.07 4 16.60 0.00 -2.303 — - -0.885 -0.222 0.058 0.047 - - 0.399 0.029 0.056
Ae -2,730.91 4 52.27 0.00 -2442 0141 — -1.339 — 0.079 0.055 0.025 — 0396 — 0.056
Ae, le -2,731.96 3 52.36 0.00 -2.442 0141 — -0.791 — - 0.055 0.025 -— 0.056 — -

le, Ae -2,731.27 4 52.98 0.00 -2.56 0.138  -0.055 -0.790 — - 0.333 0.025 0.047 0.056 — -

le, Ae, le -2,730.39 5 53.23 0.00 -2.106 0.139 —0.047 -1.298 — 0.073 0.323 0.025 0.045 0402 — 0.057
— —2,745.21 3 78.86 0.00 -1.748 — -0.079 -0.814 — — 0.318 — 0.045 0.055 — —

lc —2,744.39 4 79.23 0.00 -1.794 _— -0.072 -1.308 — 0.071 0.306 — 0.043 0387 — 0.055
le —2,745.65 3 79.76 0.00 -2.303 -— — -1372 — 0.080 0.047 — — 0401 — 0.057
lc, le -2,746.72 2 79.89 0.00 -2.303 — - -0.816 — - 0.047 - - 0.056 — -
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Fish faunal presence value in three first level tributaries of the Salween
River in Yunnan, China and its meaning for aquatic nature reserve plan-
ning

Wei Zhou', Xu Li, Kaiyuan Li, Minghui Li

Key Laboratory of Forest Disaster Warning and Control in Yunnan Province, Southwest Forestry University, Kunming
650224

Abstract: By combining the classical faunal analysis method and the value of faunal presence method, we
analyzed fish diversities and their representatives in three first level tributaries including Nangunhe, Nant-
inghe and Mengboluohe in Yunnan to the middle Salween River system, to compare the difference in values
of fish faunal presence and to analyze the characteristics of the faunal composition and the importance of
families and genera in fauna formation. The purpose of the study was to explore the guiding role of the fish
faunal presence value index in planning and establishing fish nature reserves. Results showed that a total of
74 endemic species were recorded in middle Salween River system in the Yunnan section, belonging to 5 or-
ders, 12 families, and 45 genera. 53 species were recorded in these three first level tributaries, belonging to 5
orders, 12 families, and 38 genera, among them 32 species belonging to 9 families and 23 genera in Nan-
gunhe; 47 species belonging to 11 families and 33 genera in Nantinghe; and 33 species belonging to 10 fami-
lies and 26 genera in Mengboluohe. Sorted by species absolute number, Cyprinidae, Cobitidae and Sisoridae
were ranked in the top 3 families in the three first level tributaries. Sorted by the fauna presence value,
Anguillidae, Channidae, Mastacembelidae, Cobitidae, Synbranchidae and Sisoridae were ranked in the top 5

Wk 1 41: 2016-07-30; 352 [ 1: 2016-09-22
BEEIH: EHK B AREHE G (31160419)F1 = 1 B M2 — I = BHE W H (51600625)
* JEI/EH Author for correspondence. E-mail: weizhouyn@163.com
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families in the three first level tributaries. Results from the two methods were consistent with one another.
The faunal presence value in the same genus changed greatly in the different tributaries, and the regional
distribution features of the genus and species became obviously. The fish composition in the three first level
tributaries was composed of a primitive group from the Palacogene, comprised of a group that originated
from the south and a small number of taxa that originated from Qinghai Tibet Plateau. The results of the fish
fauna presence values indicated that one or more of the first level tributaries should be selected as reserves in
the upper, middle and lower reaches of the main stream when setting up freshwater fish natural reserves. The
greater the taxa of orders and families with a high fauna presence value covered when planning fish natural
reserves, the greater the protection, which was not an element must be considered. However, the fauna
presence value of the genera should be a special concern when planning reserves.

Key words: fish fauna; faunal presence value; biodiversity; fish nature reserve; Salween River system
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®1 ZEPFRBIKRIF—RIREBLAR

Table 1 Ichtho-fauna of three first level tributaries of Salween River system in Yunnan

H B R Nangunhe F§YTi Nandinghe B B Mengboluohe
Order Family JBEC A BHOM S BREy R AR By BinRrEy R M BHnEEy B Ry
G S EIhif s GooS Y s G S FIhA S
(%) F (%) O (%) F (%) O (%) F (%) O

i 6 H fig it 1 1 3.13 3.13 1 1 2.13 2.13 1 1 3.03 3.03
Anguilliformes Anguillidae
I H YRR 0 0 0.00 62.50 1 1 2.13 68.09 1 1 3.03 63.64
Cypriniformes Botiidae

i Rl 0 0 0.00 2 2 4.26 1 1 3.03

Cobitidae

e Rl 1 1 3.13 1 2 4.26 0 0 0.00

Balitoridae

LR} 3 8 25.00 4 9 19.15 2 4 12.12

Nemacheilidae

il A} 10 11 3438 16 18  38.30 13 15 4545

Cyprindae
ik 12 H Tk R} 1 1 3.13 25.00 1 1 2.13 23.40 0 0 0.00 24.24
Siluriformes Clariidae

L afiya 0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 1 1 3.03

Schilbidae

kAt 4 7 21.88 4 10  21.28 4 7 21.21

Sisoridae
Aty H i o} 1 1 3.13 6.25 1 1 2.13 4.26 1 1 3.03 6.06
Synbranchifor Synbranchidae
mes

Sl R 1 1 313 1 1 213 1 1 303

Mastacembelidae
i H fish sl 1 1 3.13 3.13 1 1 2.13 2.13 1 1 3.03 3.03
Perciformes Channidae

&1t Total 23 32 100.00 100.00 33 47 100.00 100.00 26 33 100.00 100.00

WHIAAL(RE B AEIEK H Catalog of Fishes, VAR &FFRILE.
Numbers of lower category (family, genus and species) come from Catalog of Fishes, following tables are the same; F, Species number of a
family/total species of the tributary (%); G, Genus number; O, Species number of an order/total species of the tributary (%); S, Species number.

®2 SEPFRBIKRIF—RIIREFRBIKRPIFE LD LM THELR

Table 2 Fish taxa comparisons between three first level tributaries in Yunnan and the middle of Salween River system

P % SR IR L i £ KB 7o A BRI Nangunhe F3YTi Nandinghe B F ] Mengboluohe

Carcgory  Fisptaxanumberinthe g AR B AR B B AR L
middie of Saween BV Number P 4hHi(%) P Number 134 i(%) P Number K4 (%) P

H Order 5 5 100.0 5 100.0 5 100.0

Bl Family 12 9 75.0 11 91.7 10 833

J& Genus 45 23 51.1 33 73.3 26 578

i Species 74 32 432 47 63.5 33 44.6

P, A taxa number in the tributary/total taxa in the middle of Salween River system (%).

AR, BI3ALMR A H | B A AeSEE  SORRIUN el Stk A H HE SRR

H(#3). HEF 45 R 22 R i RN B, $5 RS i xSk e
222 MRKFE BERL S G AL, (HAAAE e P A 2 e

3T, TR X FHE T, R R AR B B 207 (312)
fok BN 2% SR CRHHE RT3, FAh R} B DL B — & i X 223 BRKFE
ELE, BUEBRZZM o0 A . AR X RAFLEE 4G R T35 6 2R23 @320, HRiim2n
AP, YRR, SR RIEKEL &6 AR J& & B & (Schistura), B oM, HIRJE LU ELE
ok BL SR A RIS . PIFD 7V HE R 45 344 (Glyptothorax), H4FH, HEFIMW 2 5L M) (Garra),
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3 mEEREIKRIEF—RIREXELEXREEE
Table 3 Fish faunal presence value of orders in three first level tributaries of Salween River system in Yunnan
H %5y 2B 7o A A B WAL XA R X RAFTERE
Category in order Family number Family number in study area Faunal presence value (%)
in the world RV BV B2 ] R BT &)
Nangunhe  Nandinghe Mengboluohe Nangunhe  Nandinghe = Mengboluohe
6 5 Anguilliformes 16 1 1 1 6.25 6.25 6.25
i B Cypriniformes 12 3 5 4 25.00 41.67 33.33
i) H  Siluriformes 37 2 2 2 5.41 5.41 5.41
4rfiifa H Synbranchiformes 3 2 2 2 66.67 66.67 66.67
7% H Perciformes 163 1 1 1 0.61 0.61 0.61
#it Total — 9 1 10 — — —

A2, HAR20/E ¥ 0 R E, (5 IR 2 S
$162.50%. MX RIFIEEERIFFF 4R KE, Wb
X3INERIX RAEEEBTTA0%LT, Hia 25
JE, MR, A XBRENE, W%k R
(Pteronemacheilus) A7 15 FEAE L $50.0%, (HHE2R1
fir; 578 J& (Cabdio) T} Ui £ J& (Scaphiodonichthys)
EH33.3%, HAIH2AL. oAb 16 AN JE B — Ly
A DXL W g, 7E R TR X R A7 1E FE A 3 BUIK
(fy%3).

VT A 35 833 J/ATRN, T2 & A4 xt
HHAT, sUmdkE7M, HFIESE 1A, mEifEe
i, HEPIFE 24, ] JE (Balitora). 553k f & F12
Wt s &2, JEBIEE3AL HAR28JFIY RAG 1M, 5
FA VT 2 A1 59.57% o B 73 SR T I PRI,
AT B R B 2 . X RAFAEFE 45 oK
E, WAKE B ARME, HHX RIEAEEEINE
B 750%, OrfEE 1AL, S jE A4 8 I 52
f7o R JE(Bagarius) X 2040 TR WAL, X &
7 1E BN 25%, A J& 38 4 A0 8 % 8
(Neonoemacheilus) £ tH 7 F 3 5F, 78 b E A,
TRVT, X RAFAEFEAL G S5 4hr; A28 s fh
JELEFFTTI I X RAAAEFE 2 A = (P 5%3) o

B B A 3 26 J@33Fh, FE TS PR B4
XTECE HET, goisk)E Ak, HEESE 1AL RIS
93, HEAEEE 247, 58Sk Jm AR MR 3 2,
FHANEINL;, HR2EHNEFE, B A
FKEME166.67% . MIX RAFEFE HET 45 R KA,
HEEE 146210 8 A #)i8 (100%), %@ AN 70 A T 5% /K i
LK ZR, NZKRRA &, HE5E 260 1 93 2% i
J&(50%), 3= An XA [H A4t S 6 e A

ik GRS 3 0L PN E H HES B 1360
guitik)m . mEffUE . 58Sk A SRR R AR B AE
B T4.0% (B 3%3).
3 iHig
31 3RIREBEXAGEET LR

(WA F SO R = 2o KB n(H . BHIAELE
T 8. aRELREHHTE), B1E3%
ST B AL B IR BB oo (Bh BT AL BT 58 42— 3L
Fir LAIX 53 5B Te AR AE FE I HE i T — 8. 1X3%%
SO JE T RIRVL R RSO, PR SR B
TCHIZEL S5 ARARL o T SR ) 5% R TR VLK 2R 1 T S A,
H B o2 S i A Bk R AR R AR, FEIE
iR B Moo B iGN, Y H . #EE .
B E . g H MY 5 % (Jayaram, 1981), 1E
WA . BT, BERIRVT A R SRS T
e 8] B AR 53 FEB ToAAAE BE AR AL PR

Q)R E R KM TT(H « BHIIX RIS
HHAMEETRBEMX RAEEEET 8 3%
WMEENFEEMFE RIRIL K R £ BAH T,
H. BIE CAAE R —8 . BTBL, SCRX R
TAHE T B o oo B B s AR A, Sk
13U S AH I IR B R 2R v 4 R TR I (1)
T3 SR

() [El— J& 42 53 2R TC 1 X R A7 AE BEAEAN[R] 5
MAFEK. BAAEEER, R T EEIZS
BBz, Rz, ARAEEEAE/ NIRRT T B AEIZ 3L
WE 4S5, B T F 0 R AR SR TG A
o FAEFENFNBRM TTZ, WZS0R A
() f PP /D, OB /R IR VT K & A i AR
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PE R . 1 H, BT 2R n B, R R
Tl 53 0 70 1) B e A AT A R A O
32 BEESSEMTHEENSL

Hh [ VR 7K LSS0 B A3 BT 4 N 5 = L R R R
B AE A KRR, KRR, 7 R BERI T
T R AR S KRB (YR L H, 1998a). 1E 5 B B% /R I
KR M3 — RS, BT A9 ™

(DR Z 6T A KRB AR MR R A2 . DL G
FEHER 030 R AR (1 10 77 ¥ K M 28 A DL B R
BT RY, ESE R SRR R ARER I AR
B Z XA XA BB K T KR T
125, M RV ZIE NENFE P, kb F X
PRAN ST IR 43 A1 155 12 DX 31 40 220 B AVRFAE

() B ERERIRRREAZ . HAIRAE
FO R R RO R MR O T SR R R
SRR, ST BREY, IR T 5 e a2
X &M ERR D (R CRIBRGR, 1991; [ B Hi,
1998b). {H 2= B % SRR VT /K R3S SCmI s = &
J itk 8 2k SR R R LD, BN S
FAVT A 5040, BON2F0, FAAEFEA N3.03%, i
TFi) B 1) i YRR U JE SR8 i o A, ARBR T e Akl
T S 0 O ek IR R e e R AR S A0
DX 353 A ) SRR HE A PP AR D BBk =, SF SRR,
DRIZ DX 3 85 7 L0 DX ) 0, 3 25 7 v iR 11
%o, T S A IR B A3 T B XA o 4 = e
s

(3) BT L X IR E B R . 1% 2KRE
& — AT T ek SR AT Y, VR R I R AR
P A O ZEEE, BRE BN (1998a)F5 ) B 7 BB AL 4R
R BT VR, A8 I\ B 7 SR B 2%
BHCAELHE = 68 ) FOICERRL, R v ik i AN 281 1
ST R R R R S A A R TR
T (R P 2R TE % IR T i S LA S 1 @ 22, 3
WM EIBISH, L1534 LM AT AR
PhELHI34.0% . J8 AT AE FEAE DA f J8 fe i, T8
100%; 84 6k J& 2, N50%; #7 2kfk Jm HE 2 =,
N20%; HARJE AR B,

(4) B =R URFRAE % IR F A
SRR AR YR, SRR R E T 5 =5
R, EAME3ZRSCI A G 25, AR
Horh S g Skt R R X R AR R,
E3 I HIIEF25.0% A . BREERIALN, FEE=

RIS T = 48 2 J5 16 45 7 W YR o 4t
K S Ek i SR AE D JE R, QBRI H )
BUFIVLEREL, 657 B f8G% L SR SHeER, KB
e B RISl SRRt St H SR S| RL R )
BB HIEE, 1988) U1 IX LR TBE—FFIANE
B REE, M RIRIL EHE3 % — R RMEZ S
SRR RBOL R 18JE3TR, 4534 A
KEFPEL169.81%-

HRX RIFEE S BB R A A B RA
FKFR, HER-—/KR L. Nz A8 SR
AR ES . WIRTTIE TR KR, FHILM5
BILIR T & KR, (H)LFHE LS =L f 6
BBEA FARGEITGREE, 2008; FBEZEE, 2009; 4%
M /N, 2012), XA 7 IxX e K & b 32 24 5
P53 (R RIR, T — SE IR B R A A AR T A K
R 25, A0 2. W= RT3 %K
T LA S = R IR B N AR, JFDEH S
JR X RN 7 R L R . R AT
Y SRS LR B ¥ R IRVT 5 B3 4 — 2SI
HOLREL, EAR M A RERBENRERE
e %%, 2009), I H A 22 SRS R KRRk
P, RO F F 5 RIRIL = M 3% — R
KX RMbRE. WRE— MR, NEZKRMS
B FN 25 = R MR R0, (RAF4RLL s H A%, A
MR IMFhRA 2R+ . Frbk, U3 LA
2 W VAR X RATTEE 7 165 B 15 1) # 2 2H
25 B3 AN 2 DA 58 4 R 3 S s LA A IX 3 ) £ 2K X
FRH AR TR (P RR UL RO 22 S 1, K B AR TR A R
FHEE S, BE ST Hh s e 285 X AR o0 R 2L R
33 BAFRPRAKNZERE

LRI X H RN T R A S R R
R 2 R, BT DUGRP DX AR 75 5% R G o] 4%
BARRY BRI T2 RN R g A rmE
X RAFTEEWE AT, Stk KRR X B B AR LA
Eik:

() H « BHFAFAEEE = B o AE AR XA
R 2, MR TR Z &Aoo, HEIFEE
WIAE R IG. H. BHAEEE S e —RE
B E ARG 53 KB e R A A SR B, HEZmT Re
RE AN T, FARSAMZ, BEALR
Pz, R B H A XSO AR, %0 KMo
AR TRY, —ASECAMEM . BT, 18



1152 4 W £ K Biodiversity Science

524 %

H1 SR DRI B AN 75 BRI 7 DLV E AN 18, (H
R B 2 () B ARL, R g 7 %
R Ay KRB u A R 2 R

Q)R BATAE B2 T5 BRI CE 48 bR . R
TEAE AR =, AR E AR e AN R B,
YA X B AE VR M . AR, ARAEEAEAR, ARfE
FoR MBI Tu M aRE, TR SO/ X AN
— W An, B BA BN, B E
AN EYFEE LG, TR RN AT o T — Fh
TEL, IR Z RIS AR BCE R A Fh . R
AR R R R R G AE— B, U 75— Tf e e 1
SR/ DX IR 22 K 1 1 3 & B R . BT A,
BN B RAAE FE N EL T, SREH &,

G)ERIK R B N sr e 5 — %82 5%
— SRR X o M R BF R X BRI ) 7
R AR FE SRFNE 5K 22 4 s S5 7 T 5 RS, A1) Rg
ATER IR R TS RIURK ol . sk,
TER 7K R T r RO X AT e B, (A
TESCL R A RO X o] REME RS Ry o A TR AL 45
BRI, —J7H, TR AR RH RO T TR
A—wIREME, H—Hm, b RiEEEAMUE
PR bR K, W HAEH . BHEBY oA =
S RE. UL, 1R KK R F B R —
S R ST A AR X A AT DLAR A ] B 2 —
FI A RFIAE, 7E LR PSR — % — W
SEARF X B, 60-85% (1) 1 PRI REAR BRI
ST, MERY 2 FEPE I 5 H R RO TE R
KA L RGP — S — S, B 2R AR
X.

(AIEFACRIE IR — B SLARY X o AT
WL g REIR, =B RIRTILK R34 — B
X% IR IR 2 B AR R AR, an A R VT ] 15
AR X, BERIRIT K & T 8 B 65.8%IH)
MR DURT, W R AR IR 356 — St bay ol i
SRR X, BRIV K R = B 73.7%
(1) (0 K45 DUR Y, R PSRRI 2 &
AR R R3S — B AR LR X 1)
T, B VTR R R X, R R VTR
MY KB T E R A KSR Z, Ko 2K
A AL &S0 K. X —25 RIMER, 18
A ) BRAH I DX 38532 AN [F) S e S R AR X, 3]
A R /INCLR B B 3 T AR 78 & — B AR
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MRl ZEFERBLKARRHERIF—RAIREBERR
Appendix 1 A fish list from middle Salween River system with three first level tributaries in Yunnan
http:// www.biodiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2016210-1.pdf

M2 ZEFRBLKRIF—RIREENBN THEERSEHR T EHFITE

Appendix 2 Comparison of families between classical taxonomy method and fish faunal presence value from three first level tribu-
taries of Salween River system in Yunnan

http:// www.biodiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2016210-2.pdf

Mi3R3 ZEFERBLKRIFZF—RAIRELBRN THEERESEHR S EHFITE

Appendix 3  Comparison of genera between classical taxonomy method and fish faunal presence value from three first level tribu-
taries of Salween River system in Yunnan

http:// www.biodiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2016210-3.pdf
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MRl ZREFREIKRFEMRIF—RIREEAR

Appendix 1 Afish list from middle Salween River system with three first level tributaries in Yunnan

PEREITHSE M BT Eolb E2T) EERERE PRI
4y 2Bh ot Category Middle of Nangunhe  Nandinghe Mengboluohe  Specific ~ Monotypic
Salween River

| 986 H ANGUILLIFORMES
1 B4R Anguillidae
1)  =otigfii Anguilla nebulosa + + + ¥
I #%H CYPRINIFORMES
2 WAl Botiidae
2)  PHETJEYH Botia histrionica + + +

3 #R} Cobitidae

3) U ERMUEELER Lepidocephalichthys berdmorei + +
4)  FRECALEELEHK Lepidocephalichthys hasselti +
5) ettt Misgurnus anguillicaudatus + + +
4 JesFt Balitoridae
6) FEYIICHEH Balitora nantingensis + + + Si2
7)  BERIRVTIEHH Balitora nujiangensis + + Ss

5 %f###} Nemacheilidae

8) L L4 Homatula pycnolepis + +

9)  FUE B Neonoemacheilus mengdingensis + + + Sn
10) FJ5 %A Pteronemacheilus meridionalis + + + +

11) BRPERIER Schistura cryptofasciata + + +

12) SBEE Schistura disparizona + + + Si2
13) JHFE RS Schistura kengtungensis + + + +

14) Kmfift Schistura longa + + + Ss
15) mERfH Schistura nandingensis + + S,
16) #ismf#t Schistura poculi + + +

17) SEEGHR Schistura prolixifasciata + + S,
18) MILfft Schistura shuangjiangensis + +

19) fH)E = JE# Triplophysa brevicauda +

20) BERIRVLE R, Triplophysa nujiangensa +

21) R A} Triplophysa stenura +

6 4R} Cyprindae
&R} Danioninae

22) PLRIKLZAE Barilius caudiocellatus + + +

23) i Cabdio morar + + + +
24) A4} Devario browni + n ¥ "
25)  PEFRESE Inlecypris shanensis +

26) KMEfi§l Raiamas guttatus + + + +

fif 7 & Barbinae

27) RS Neolissochilus baoshanensis + + + +
28) ®Ji A H 1 Onychostoma gerlachi + + +

29) e Percocypris pingi retrodorslis + +
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PRI HE B BT EN &) R LLRitlis
432KWi 7t Category Middle of Nangunhe Nandinghe Mengboluohe  Specific ~ Monotypic
Salween River

30) FPE/ME Pethia ticto + + +
31) JEfEWIFLEE Poropuntius opisthopterus + + + Ss
32) BEE/MIE Puntius sophore + +
33) /b4 Scaphiodonichthys acanthopterus + + + +
34) gt Tor hemispinus +
35) Wy4EfA Tor tambra + + +
B3Rl Laboninae
36) #ICTEINifE Bangana devdevi + +
37) BE/RIGIT ARk Garra nujiangensis + + + + Ss
38) FF/RIRSRkfH Garra salweenica + + + +
39) fffl Akrokolioplax bicornis + + G,Ss Mg
40) ZiifafEJE4E Crossocheilus burmanicus + + +
41) BRZiZEJE A Placocheilus cryptonemus +
448 WA} Schizothoracinae
42) SR EJE M Gymnodiptychus integrigymnatus +
43) #RIEMH-ZiifA Ptychobarbus kaznakovi +
44) vTIh%ERg 1 Schizothorax gongshanensis +
45) HefEZE A Schizothorax lissolabiatus + + +
46) BE/RIRTTZEAE 1 Schizopyge nukiangensis + + Ss
47) fRilZE A Schizothorax yunnanensis paoshanensis + + S3

fifl W7} Cyprininae
48) fifl Cyprinus carpio +
49) fiJl Carassius auratus + + + +

I #5%H SILURIFORMES

7 #FE5RL Clariidae

50) #H¥fif Clarias fuscus + + +
8 #3fa45Ft Schilbidae
51) = EfiEfi Clupisoma yunnanensis + +

9 kRl Sisoridae

52) [Efif Bagarius yarrelli + + + +
53) ik Creteuchiloglanis gongshanensis +

54) K#g5Mk Creteuchiloglanis macropterus +

55) K422k Gagata dolichonema +

56) Sk Glyptothorax burmanicus + + + +
57) Sk Glyptothorax fucatus + + + Sio
58) figkgufiifk Glyptothorax granosus +

59) FIELEk Glyptothorax lanceatus +

60) KAk Glyptothorax longinema + + + +
61) KIELMfk Glyptothorax macromaculatus + +

62) LSSk Glyptothorax ngapang + + + +
63) RIBELHILE Glyptothorax obliquimaculatus + +

64) =gk Glyptothorax trilineatus + + +
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PRI HE B BT EN &) R LLRitlis
432KWi 7t Category Middle of Nangunhe Nandinghe Mengboluohe  Specific ~ Monotypic
Salween River

65) FLACLMfE Glyptothorax zanaensis +
66) LB 1KfE Oreoglanis immaculatus + + + + Ss
67) KHEFEME Pseudecheneis longipectoralis + + Ss
68) /LBEfHEfk Pseudecheneis paucipunctatus + + + S
69) JHAHLfE Pseudoexostoma brachysoma +
70) K#ERE Pseudexostoma longipterus +

IV &4#84H SYNBRANCHIFORMES

10 At@mPL Synbranchidae
71) #f# Monopterus albus + + + +

11 PR Mastacembelidae

72) KMl Mastacembelus armatus + + n ¥

V % H PERCIFORMES

12 #@%} Channidae

73) Fi#if¥ Channa gachua + + + +
74) #kf# Channa striata +
43t Total 74 32 47 33 — —

+ M G RER R Mg: SRAYJE; Sy BEVRIRI AN AT WIREE P, Sot BV A AT IRER B Sar BRI IREE Y, S BRI 20 A IR REA
+, Distribution; G, specific genus; Mg, monotypic genus; S;, specific species occurred in Nangunhe; S, specific species occurred in Nandinghe; Ss,
specific species occurred in Mengboluohe; Ss, specific species occurred in Salween River.
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Appendix 2 Comparison of families between classical taxonomy method and fish faunal presence value from three first level tributaries of Salween River system in Yunnan

BBt IR B 7 R RV Nangunhe #5717 Nandinghe Bk 2 Mengboluohe
Category in family Genus number JUFIRE e X A7 ZIIF X R A7 e ZY YT DCRAF (L
in the world Genus number in the ¢ |agsical taxonomy Faunal presence value  Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value
middle of Salween . Num- FFIF Sort % FEIF Sort %A Numbers HEF Sort % ¥ Sort @ B Num- FHF Sort % FF¥ Sort
bers of genus of genus bers of genus
figfifif} Anguillidae 1 1 1 4 100.00 1 1 4 100.00 1 1 4 100.00 1
VEL Botiidae 8 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 12.50 6 1 4 12.50 6
%} Cobitidae 29 2 0 - 0.00 - 2 3 6.90 8 1 4 3.45 10
J&6H A} Balitoridae 35 1 1 4 2.86 8 1 4 2.86 11 0 - 0.00 -
44 Bl Nemacheilidae 48 5 3 3 6.25 7 4 2 8.33 7 2 3 4.17 8
il f} Cyprindae 366 23 10 1 2.73 9 16 1 4.37 10 13 1 3.55 9
H1785F Clariidae 15 1 1 4 6.67 6 1 4 6.67 9 0 - 0.00 -
B8R Schilbidae 15 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 6.67 7
fikF} Sisoridae 20 7 4 2 20.00 5 4 2 20.00 5 4 2 20.00 5
#8840kl Synbranchidae 4 1 1 4 25.00 4 1 4 25.00 4 1 4 25.00 4
H6HF} Mastacembelidae 3 1 1 4 33.33 3 1 4 33.33 3 1 4 33.33 3
fi#%} Channidae 2 1 1 4 50.00 2 1 4 50.00 2 1 4 50.00 2

4t Total 546 45 23 - - — 33 - - - 26 — — —
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Appendix 3 Comparison of genera between classical taxonomy method and fish faunal presence value from three first level tributaries of Salween River system in Yunnan

5 JEHH T AR BRIEVL BRI Nangunhe RV Nandinghe Bk 2 Mengboluohe
No. Category in genus ppecies T AR TR AL YR AL YR AL
inpthe mi dudle of Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value
Salween River ¥ Number HE/5* Sort % He Sort AP %t Number HEF Sort % 7 Sort A %r Number HE/3* Sort % HEF Sort
of species of species of species

1 figfifi J& Anguilla 18 1 1 4 5.56 10 1 4 5.56 15 1 4 5.56 13
2 Yift)E Botia 8 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 12.50 7 1 4 12.50 9
3 BEkER)E Lepidocephalichthys 18 2 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 5.56 15 0 - 0.00 -
4 EEHJE Misgurnus 9 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 11.11 8 1 4 11.11 10
5 Jeff)= Balitora 19 2 1 4 5.26 11 2 3 10.53 9 0 - 0.00 -
6 fuHh4khfkjE Homatula 15 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 6.67 12 0 - 0.00 -
7 Wi4HJE Neonoemacheilus 5 1 1 4 20.00 5 1 4 20.00 5 0 - 0.00 -
8  JMAfftJ# Pteronemacheilus 2 1 1 4 50.00 1 1 4 50.00 1 1 4 50.00 2
9  mEf#{JE Schistura 219 8 6 1 2.74 19 6 2 2.74 28 3 2 1.37 26
10 = Jsift)E Triplophysa 132 3 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
11 fik&fiim Barilius 23 1 1 4 435 15 1 4 435 22 0 - 0.00 -
12 Rif{J§ Cabdio 3 1 1 4 3333 2 1 4 33.33 2 1 4 33.33 3
13 f&jljE Devario 35 1 1 4 2.86 17 1 4 2.86 25 1 4 2.86 21
14 H:68)E Inlecypris 4 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
15 KWfim Raiamas 15 1 1 4 6.67 8 1 4 6.67 12 1 4 6.67 12
16 HjulsfE Neolissochilus 22 1 1 4 4,55 13 1 4 455 19 1 4 455 16
17 4ifu)g Tor 17 2 1 4 5.88 9 1 4 5.88 14 0 - 0.00 -
18 [1iff)E Onychostoma 23 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 435 22 1 4 435 18
19 fififilJ& Percocypris 4 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 4 0.00 4 1 - 25.00 5
20 T HERJR Pethia 39 1 1 4 2.56 20 1 4 2.56 29 0 - 0.00 -
21 wWyfLECJE Poropuntius 35 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 2.86 25 1 4 2.86 21
22 /MMEJE Puntius 44 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 227 30 0 - 0.00 -
23 J3tfa)m Scaphiodonichthys 3 1 1 4 3333 2 1 4 33.33 2 1 4 33.33 3




Feg BT

AL BRI il

FVRT Nangunhe

FVTI Nandinghe

Bhk 2 Mengboluohe

No. - Category in genus Spec o WEI gy KR A Gl R KRS B R KR AL
irff}fele;?(iﬁle z; Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value Classical taxonomy Faunal presence value
Salween River A% Number /¥ Sort % HEP Sort P 4L Number $E/7 Sort % HEFP Sort A% Number HEF Sort % HEF Sort
of species of species of species

24 S hndri%JE Bangana 22 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 455 19 0 - 0.00 -
25 Hskfa)g Garra 142 2 2 3 1.41 23 2 3 1.41 33 2 3 1.41 25
26 fffa)E Akrokolioplax 1 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 8 1 4 100.00 1
27 HSHEJE Crossocheilus 18 1 0 - 0.00 - 1 - 5.56 15 1 4 5.56 13
28 #hJEfu)E Placocheilus 5 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00

29  MEJEfa)E Gymnodiptychus 3 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
30 mMifa)E Ptychobarbus 5 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
31 #gfaJE Schizothorax 66 4 0 - 0.00 - 2 3 3.03 24 2 3 3.03 20
32 ) Carassius 5 1 1 4 2000 5 1 4 2000 5 1 4 20.00 7
33 f#)# Cyprinus 23 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
34 #l76JE Clarias 61 1 1 4 1.64 21 1 4 1.64 31 0 - 0.00 -
35 fifffifiJ& Clupisoma 6 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 1 4 16.67 8
36 fik)# Bagarius 4 1 1 4 2500 4 1 4 2500 4 1 4 25.00 5
37 fkJE Creteuchiloglanis 7 2 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
38 Efh)E Gagata 7 1 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
39 gUlifk)s Glyptothorax 101 10 4 2 3.96 16 7 1 6.93 11 4 1 3.96 19
40  HUifE)® Oreoglanis 22 1 1 4 455 13 1 4 455 19 1 4 455 16
41 FHfkJE Pseudecheneis 19 2 1 4 5.26 11 1 4 5.26 18 1 4 5.26 15
42 RfiE)E Pseudoexostoma 3 2 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 - 0 - 0.00 -
43 3Efi%JE Monopterus 14 1 1 4 7.14 7 1 4 7.14 10 1 4 7.14 11
44 il JE Mastacembelus 67 1 1 4 1.49 22 1 4 1.49 32 1 4 1.49 24
45  fi}J& Channa 35 2 1 4 2.86 17 1 4 2.86 25 1 4 2.86 21

4 Total 1,348 74 32 — - — 47 — — - 33
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BEMX TR ST
WEL W W KEE FRE BAR KR EAN

(FRERA L REE B AP F R AT, M 350003)

WEE: 1M RAT TR BOIR 2 R, RO 2 AT R D A SRS AN B AT R R AR . N EHIX 8T (B R &E L
BEREAR, 20470 IR 5 R 4 BEERAG T 1360R ST B, SR 16S rRNAJ [ [R] VR MoK 048 52 o8 2 BAT i B2 A
JE 2040 2ol e T 2E AT B @ (Bacillus) 164 FloRN 36 220 IR 2 RO AT 18 J& (Lysinibacillus) 147 Fl . FR 48 2 25 4505
ST, G HLIX 338 R ) 2 BT BRI AR 35 R A BT UK 2E B R (Bacillus - aryabhattai)s 752 4 5 AT B (B, thur-
ingiensis) FIEHFE 2F MUAT B (B. cereus), HARFNE AR AIY 5] o 2F BUAT 1% Shannon £ FEPERE £091.2925-2.5850, #%
1 R 6 HR TR SCT(2.5850), SR Bk £ (1.2925) . HR¥E 2 BEASEXS 28 BEAT B AR ISR R B o, SRR
FREHEIL = 200, 25 MUAT B A ST 3 A e A3 23 A AL BT B2 AT B (B. aryabhaitai), AL 73 A7 FE TG ] 0. 2
WM IR (B. simplex). HCHE 53 B0 8AN FAE 5518 (1) 5 28 4347 R R IR A r 18] FR) 28 AT B b 28 000 RO R . AR
WHFAA B IX 3 b 2 £ % AT A 2R 2 it s, B RRINIT RIE ).

R FMATH; B95; 16S IRNAZE; ZHEvE; Fh2soAm

Diversity of Bacillus-like species in Taiwan

Guohong Liu, Bo Liu’, Yujing Zhu, Jianmei Che, Cibin Ge, Mingxing Su, Jianyang Tang
Agricultural Bio-resource Research Institute, Fujian Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Fuzhou 350003

Abstract: To provide a foundation for new resource mining of Bacillus-like species and the development of
microbial agents, we investigated the distribution and diversity of Bacillus-like species, which were isolated
from soil samples collected in Taiwan. The Bacillus-like bacteria were isolated from the soil samples using
the culturable method and preliminarily identified based on 16S rRNA gene sequences. A total of 136 Bacil-
lus-like isolates were obtained from 20 soil samples, and identified as 20 species belonging to 2 genera (16
Bacillus species, 4 Lysinibacillus species) within Bacillaceae by 16S rRNA gene sequences. According to
isolation frequency analysis, the dominant bacteria in Taiwan were B. aryabhattai, B. thuringiensis and B.
cereus. Other bacteria were distributed extremely unevenly. In Taiwan, the Shannon-Wiener diversity index
ranged from 1.2925 to 2.5850, with the highest values found in Taichung and Chiayi cities (both 2.5850), the
lowest in Taoyuan County (1.2925). Based on isolation frequency cluster analysis, all the Bacillus-like spe-
cies could be divided into high frequency groups and low frequency groups. Moreover, there was no correla-
tion in the species distribution of Bacillus-like bacteria among the collection sites in Taiwan. Thus, Taiwan
contains rich Bacillus-like species and high diversity, which has strong potential for exploitation in the future.
Key words: Bacillus; Taiwan; 16S rRNA gene; diversity; species distribution

FHAT R —REZ R E, FAaGRE  SRGEPEAEREMA. ALEF AT ET R
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X ELLAE: & HLIX 25 T 56 P 22 # 1 1155

015 AR 1 QT 1L & Fh b A 1 2 AR AN AR 25
MOAF B AR ZRE 1, T IS5 (2012) % B 53 A [F]
X R 2F AT B A S L 2 R AT T, 45 R
AT B DX SF BT TR R R AR T E, A R AT
REFRANEE FHRKZER. KEFHSEQ2003)%)
ST A5 XA [A) AR 25 R 40 1) 2 PROME 1 i P 28 2 A
HEAT T o0 A, 45 SRR W 28 O B A 22 4 1 4R
B FETEIREBOUNE S RN . 53, /K H
R S PR . TR AR AR (2007)X I b4 HEL A
BHFE ARG HEE RN HIX
I G 2 AT B (Bacillus  thuringiensis) B PR ) 2 Ff
PEHEAT THFFE, 57 B8 S0 TR AR 7= 28 1) £ R A4
e, I 168 T8 o 6 5 B B 5
M ZFEME . Yen55(2013) 507 748 FH R BL77 )G 657K
FE AR . (B H AT IR WG T G X
2 IO A K 2 FE M I FE 4O

ERCE VAR B RN ES DN i BN eaRi Mia N i S i 0
119°18'03""-124°34'30" E, 20°45'25"-25°56'30" N
B, Bl 53, BT #a ARG k. 85
VUTHI IR, 2 e P R T, AR~ 38 B B s
HNAIFE22°C I A R R IENE . PRINMIS, RS2
fike HEZ R T Z PR ISR AS TR
F5, 5 HHO b X MO B 2R I A AR
5 PR T 75 2= 4 2 B AT B (Chak et al, 1994; Chen et al,
2004), % T HADZF BAT B Ao A0 ok WARTE . %
T b, AT G AN E T () L3 b 2 A R
REFEMERAT T RE DT

1 #MR5REE

1.1 EHRE

THERE T B8N/ A . HL0-20 cmIRFE 1)+
HERE S, BT B EAS, OSSR A LR A
AR EAE R, Y [ S0 2 ST RPN 2 B AT B AT
e . TR REFENEL
1.2 (U

1 #%: UVP Gel Doc-It TS Imaging Systemitfi%
BAZAX . Biometraiff FE 1 FEPCRAX . PowerPac Basic
BIO-RADHL¥kAX « & L#Hl(eppendorf Centrifuge
5418R). PCRY M4 R4 @A 16S rRNAGY)
27FFI1492R, 5190 B EY) TREA R A T & .
PCRJ% Wik 7l): 10xBuffer, dNTP 10 mM, Tagli(2.5

U/uL) (bt i 28 TAEY) TRERORIRSS A IR A7),
100 bp Marker (iR AEDHARAR A F]). DNA
FEHGAFT: 100 mM NaCl, 10 mM Tris-HCI, 1 mM
EDTA, Tris-saturated phenol.
1.3 FHMENSE. EERRZLESHR

FREXL10 gt 3ERE S 290 mLEE /K, IRFIR
%130 min/580°C /K10 min. JEILBAERRER AL,
FELBES I JE VM b ¥ AT 70 85 885 97 3RAT L3RR
HIZF AT IR, BAATTVES 5 X [E 2055(2014) AR 4
VAL SE NS 28 MUFT AT 2RI L T4l
, HI-80°C H A VRIERAT o K Tris-H Ay 2
B BAT P A2 I 4HDNA . SRATE 405 16S tRNA
SIBEATY G, EESELnEQ014)K 77,
16S rRNAKEKH 3 51 ¥ N27F (5-AGAGTTTGAT-
CCTGGCTCAG-3")#11492R (5'-GGTTACCTTGTT-
ACGACTT-3") (Yoon et al, 1997). il Hi A 445
B PRPCR = 3% &5 L3 40 i A= M0 B R A5 TR 2 =] 0
o K BT A3 16S rRNA K /7 51 76 9 3
(http://www.ezbiocloud.net/eztaxon/) It 17 Lt % 3 #7
(Kim et al, 2012). EFEHASHERHKTI, HE
Clustal XX{5% 5 (Thompson et al, 1997), FIH4EW)
WA Mega 6.0 (Tamura et al, 2013) . K H
Neighbour-Joining /5 ¥2: fl Jukes-Cantor % 14 #4) i R 4t
K B M (Jukes & Cantor, 1969; Felsenstein, 1985;
Saitou & Nei, 1987).
14 FHRMFEMES B EHEM

3 B A 2 4R R 2 AT TR A A A R
s BRI A, By BT = AR I
RSB SRR < 100%; 43 B A K T-50% ) AR
P, AT 30-50% (8] 1 D d E R, A T
10-30% 18] B 9 H LA, 7N 10% 8 9 F A il (K
PesE, 2003); I TR B TR AN X Y
PFAAr. WRIELEELE R, Gt Ira P2 AT @ e
ANRIME R R 2 B, B AT 2 AR .
1.5 FRMEMESHEERESHT

K HY) P& BE(S). Shannon-Wienerfg 2 (H'")
NP2 AN [ SRAE S s 28 PR T ) b 22 RE R (TR R 58
2.2003).

Shannon-WienerZ #£14:F54: H'= - PiInP;
3, Pi= Ni/N, NNt 2 R i O B0E, N2 AT

[i0PSS e
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Table 1 Information of soil samples from Taiwan

P TrEmS AR KA A A bR KA H
No Soil no. City/county Location Habitat type Collecting date
1 4570 =Bl BABALL{E%T Flower-clock, Yangmingshan i Grassland 2011-08-28
D) 4569 Taipei City 9 B LA o A Bl Grassland 2011-08-28
Statue of Chaing Kai-shek, Yangmingshan
3 4568 N TR 2011-08-28
Chaing Kai-shek Shilin Residence Rhizosphere soils of a Guava tree
4 4566 L E RS AT ERT 2011-08-28
Chaing Kai-shek Shilin Residence Rhizosphere soils of Melaleuca
alternifolia
5 4567 HERR i Grassland 2011-08-28
Chaing Kai-shek Shilin Residence
6 4559 Bl £ #WIF1R Stone in Tzuhu # L Bare soil 2011-08-27
7 4561 Taoyuan County  2z33 55 Chiang Kai-shek Bedroomin ~ #+4 Bare soil 2011-08-27
Tzuhu
8 4564 AT PN JUEFRER 2011-08-27
Ta-Hsi town, Taoyuan Rhizosphere soils of Murraya pani-
culata
9 4562 2 j-wia 2011-08-27
Tzuhu Rhizosphere soils of Sophora xan-
thantha
10 4575 FyREAR R X #+t Bare soil 2011-08-29
Highway resting area, Chungli, Taoyuan
11 4574 o EAT R I TR il Grassland 2011-08-29
Hsinchu County  Institute of Food Research, Hsinchu
12 4576 HRA VI A B X #L Bare soil 2011-08-30
Miaoli County Highway resting area, Xizi Bay Spot,
Kaohsiung
13 4572 =Rt EREPNE I i Grassland 2011-08-29
Taichung City College of Agriculture, Taiwan University
14 4582 2Es'ea H&5F Chung Tai Template #RHL Forest land 2011-08-27
15 4577 Nantou County 1 3 Sun-Moon Lake il Grassland 2011-08-30
16 4579 H HE W= il Grassland 2011-08-30
Soils at Hongguan Temple, Sun-Moon Lake
17 4583 & —4%3% Tai Yi Farm, Nantou Eifh Grassland 2011-08-31
18 4580 E=5va 3R Eijh Grassland 2011-08-31
Chiayi City Chiayi University
19 4587 TR T A AT, i Grassland 2011-09-01
Kaohsiung City =~ Kaohsiung Nongyou Seeding
20 4585 e HEAR AR Bl Grassland 2011-09-01

Kaohsiung Nongyou Seeding

DLAZE AT RPN REAR, DLy B A0 RS N FR brit)
AR, R ERIREE 251353, FIFHSPSS16.0%%
PEAY BT 55 Fh 2E MOAT T 7E B VS HL X I 0 A AE . LAt
BEREACREE RUNFEAR, DUZFMOAT B AR o B AT 9
FEPR IR, FH R ECEE B3 A Ward s X & 75 Hh X
B T () AR AR s AT A M M

2 R
2.1 AEAMXITEFHRITESIESLE

ME BT (B )REEM204 LRED, 0 Bi3kAS
LEMAF R 1368k . TR3E16S rRNAJEEE 51 L6434,
B 1360 H MR E N2 E204 R, HoAd 25 AT 1# B

(Bacillus) 16 A~ Fh . # 2 B 2F M #F Je&
(Lysinibacillus) 4. HMI16S rRNAFFS CAE
GenBank 3k 157515 (382) .

22 EBEMXTEFMARAZALAE

EVEHLIX 7 B S MUAT IR R R K B B L.

T AT B (B. thuringiensis)~ WEAE 25 MO AT 2 (B.
cereus)~ BLIR ZFE MO AT B8 (B. mycoides) TV ELIR ZF H AT
W (B. pseudomycoides)TEAE—HL, 35 RUEFE ZF HuAT
BRI ST o Al B 2F PRV 11 (B. subtilis) SRS — 32, Sl
FEZF MO B 2L B R R B ARG o AR A WIS 2 R 2 AT
B (Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus)~ K328 = MM 18
(L. macroides). iR 4 M (L. fusi-
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55 [FJAT-14586 (KC013926)
B. thuringiensis ATCC 107927 (D16281)

FJ

FJAT-146
69

90

93F

61

AT-14563 (KC013924)

B. anthracis ATCC 14578 (AB190217)

13 (KC013930)

48 B. cereus ATCC 14579 (AE016877)

. mycoides ATCC 64627 (AB021192)

JAT-14427(KC013911)

B. pseudomycoides DSM 124427 (AF013121)
FJAT-14481 (KC013917)

[ FJAT-14454 (KC013931)

99

38

FJAT-14491 (KC013919)

A'

68

100

B. subtilis DSM 10" (AJ276351)
R7 |:FJAT—14485 (KC013918)
L. macroides LMG 18474" (AJ628749)
FJAT-14438 (KC0 13915)
L. xylanilyticus XDB9" (FJ477040)
FJAT-14564(KC013925)
L. sphaericus C3-41 (AF169495)
FJAT-14510 (KC013921)
73 'L. fusiformis NBRC 157177 (AF169537)

51
60

B. aerophilus 28KT (AJ831844)

FJAT-14435(KC013914)

100 _|B. muralis LMG 20238" (AJ316309)

. simplex NBRC 15720" (AJ439078)

FJAT-14498 (KC013920)
JAT-14429 (KC013913)

B. asahii MA001T (AB109209)
[FJAT-14439(KC013916)

100 'B. aryabhattai BSW22T (EF114313)

FJAT-14535 (KC013922)

B. s0li LMG 21838 (AJ542513)
99— FJAT-14559 (KC013923)

B. infantis SMC4352-1" (AY904032)

68 |:FJAT—14602 (KC013927)
B. firmus NCIMB 9366" (D16268)

_|——FJAT-14603 (KC013928)
B. oceanisediminis H2" (GQ292772)

| FJAT-14607 (KC013929)
99 " B. idriensis SMC 4352-2" (AY904033)
99 | FJAT-14428 (KC013912)
B. marisflavi TF-11T (AF483624)
71
70 4' F
96
56
|
0.01

E1 ETF16S rRNAEEFFHIENFIATEANIN . BFRRST SNBRIFERIES 50%)

Fig. 1 Neighbor-joining (NJ) phylogenetic tree of Bacillus-like
bootstrap values (> 50%) of NJ.

Sformis)FERTEAFZ IR 2F AT A (L. sphaericus) EAE—
&, BN TR AT B R . R AT (B.
aerophilus)FR T MOAT (B, idriensis) 5 N—%

species based on 16S rRNA gene sequences. Numbers indicate

2, TSRO (B marisflavi) BN — 37 . ] HLEE
HUFF 5 (B. simplex)~ BEZEMIATF R (B. muralis)~ ¥1H %
HUFF R (B asahii)FIB [QZF MOAT R (B, aryabhattai) &
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Table 2 Identification of Bacillus-like species by 16S rRNA sequencing

B BT B 16S IRNA% 35 AR
Strain Closed match 16S rRNA accession no. Similarity (%)
FJAT-14427 RER ZE MM B Bacillus pseudomycoides KC013911 100
FJAT-14428 PG MIAT I Bacillus marisflavi KC013912 99.71
FJAT-14429 WH WA Bacillus asahii KC013913 99.87
FJAT-14435 TEISRZE AT B Bacillus simplex KC013914 100
FJAT-14438 fRAVER Z TR 2 AT Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus KC013915 99.86
FJAT-14439 Rl ECZEBUAT 8 Bacillus aryabhattai KC013916 100
FIAT-14454 TR SE AT Bacillus subtilis KC013931 99.89
FJAT-14481 BRZEMIAT I Bacillus mycoides KC013917 97.98
FJAT-14485 KR 2 AT I Lysinibacillus macroides KC013918 99.37
FJIAT-14491 W& S ZEMUAT1E Bacillus aerophilus KC013919 100
FJAT-14498 BEZEMIAT R Bacillus muralis KC013920 100
FJAT-14510 iR R 2 AT B Lysinibacillus fusiformis KC013921 100
FJAT-14535 TIEFHIFE Bacillus soli KC013922 98.51
FJAT-14559 BL)LZERUATEE Bacillus infantis KC013923 99.81
FJAT-14564 BRIEH R AT R Lysinibacillus sphaericus KC013925 98.81
FJAT-14586 H&FMAFE Bacillus thuringiensis KC013926 100
FJAT-14602 URSRZEMATIE Bacillus firmus KC013927 98.86
FJAT-14603 WEPEUTRZE AT B Bacillus oceanisediminis KC013928 98.95
FIAT-14607 FRABEFT 2 AT B Bacillus idriensis KC013929 100
FJAT-14613 WEREZF UM Bacillus cereus KC013930 100

433, Horb ] R EE B B R BE 2 AT B SR 400
RET. TIEZFHATHEB. soli). BLEF AT B (B.
infantis) "BIRLEMATEE(B. firmus)FEEEDIRR 28 HY
B (B. oceanisediminis) ¥ — A~ K #1732, Hp
U iR 2 B AT TR R VA R ZE BT B AL B — 4 3,
SRGRF LRG0 THE2F MO B B — 3o
2.3 AEMXIFHTE SN

F M £V 1 X 64 b A 438 AN [ 2F A R )
S EARE AT ST, SR WK3 . G X ZF AT
P LA MR BT IR ZF BT R . 95 2= 4 2 AT B A A
AR . AR AR EF R — e ZE R, H
HH IR s 2 AT RO T R AR AR, B IR ER
PR B8 K 22 BOR B R A M ] ER 2 A
T 25 4 2 AT R ABCERDIR 2 B A i 8 & b i A
b, BTG MO B J5 2 4 2 IO B R A 2
FF TR B el B R 4 A, ] B 24 LA 1 AN 75 2 <6 5
BT R o B AR R . HH T A [X R A 118
FEARE D, Tovk et ) W R AR .

Ih s & AT B AE 6 T R A BT A LA
8BRS, A BT HLIX R A A B A
FFBE o A 828 BT B Fh R AN AE FE L R A7) B3RS,

AT PR AT B . B 2R B A 2 AT R A
fEG AL I o B ARAS, BRIY 2R 2 M AT B A
HORZE AT R R B, KR
AL LZE AT RAE SR B 3RAS, L
PR T AN G SZE AT R R AE & i o B 3RAS, R
FIT 2 M A TR R URR 28 A B R AE 3% X 0
AT, ()R A B
24 BEMXFRITEMEZHEERLS T

5V 1 X 8 AN £ - 33 rh 2 A B R 28 2 R AL
4. &R FE ST I R 2F R R A 2R
ShannonfE #3548 ey, B 42.5850. HUCNE A,
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Table 3 The frequency (%) of Bacillus-like species isolated from soils in Taiwan

iEA gdti HEEE TR W 2Es'ea =] N kT Bk

Species Taipei Taoyuan Hsinchu  Miaoli Nantou Taichung  Chiayi Kaohsiung Total
City County County County County City City City

K] ERZEMUAT B Bacillus aryabhattai 100 100 0 0 75 100 0 100 85

TGN B. thuringiensis 80 80 100 100 75 100 100 50 75

WREZEMUMF T B. cereus 20 80 25 100 100 0 55

IR ZERUAT R B. pseudomycoides 60 20 0 0 100 100 35

FRANER IR AT B Lysinibacillus 20 40 25 0 0 0 25

xylanilyticus

SRR BRZE AT T L. fusiformis 20 100 0 100 50 15

EEZERUAT T B. muralis 20 100 0 0 10

W SEMUAT R B. marisflavi 20 0 100 0 0 0 0 10

URSRIFHIAT B B. firmus 0 0 0 100 0 100 0 10

ISR B. simplex 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10

TIEFRFTE B. soli 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 10

BRZEMATE B mycoides 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 5

WIHZE WA B. asahii 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

Wi ZE AT B. subtilis 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

W& S EMINTE B. aerophilus 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 5

L. macroides 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 5

BLZEHFFAE B. infantis 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 5

BRIE R B AT L. sphaericus 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 5

SRRTEFT2E AT B B. idriensis 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 5

DR R AT ® B. oceanisediminis 0 0 0 0 100 0 5

F4 BETEEMHEARTFRATEME SN

Table 4 The diversity of Bacillus-like species of the soil samples of counties and cities in Taiwan

AR FEASKIR BE AL Shannon#g % Shannon#& $~F #4ME

Sample no. Source Strain number Shannon index (H") Average of Shannon index

4570 &4bT Taipei City 6 2.5850 2.0850

4569 5 2.3220

4568 4 2.0000

4566 5 2.3220

4567 3 1.5850

4559 Bkl £ Taoyuan County 2 1.0000 1.2925

4561 5 2.3220

4564 4 2.0000

4562 5 2.3220

4575 3 1.5850

4574 BT & Hsinchu County 4 2.0000 2.0000

4576 5 Miaoli County 5 2.3220 23220

4572 &1 Taichung City 6 2.5850 2.5850

4582 £ Nantou County 3 1.5850 1.5850

4577 3 1.5850

4579 4 2.0000

4583 3 1.5850

4580 % X T Chiayi City 6 2.5850 2.5850

4585 FifET Kaohsiung City 3 1.5850 1.7925

4587 4 2.0000
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Fig. 2 A dendrogram of Bacillus-like species isolated from Taiwan based on frequency of Bacillus-like species. The Ward’s method
and Euclidean distance model were used to construct dendrogram.
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Fig. 3 A dendrogram of collection sites in Taiwan based on frequency of Bacillus-like species. The Ward’s method and Euclidean
distance model were used to construct dendrogramt.
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Diversity and distribution of cultivable Bacillus-like species in soils col-
lected from Wuyishan Nature Reserve

Cibin Ge, Rong Zheng, Bo Liu’, Guohong Liu, Jianmei Che, Jianyang Tang
Institute of Agrobiological Resources, Fujian Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Fuzhou 350003

Abstract: The present paper reported the distribution and diversity of cultivable Bacillus-like species in soils
from Wuyishan National Nature Reserve. In June 2012, 75 soil samples were collected from the peak, middle
and base of the Huanggang Mountain, Tongmuguan, Guadun, and Dazhulan in the reserve. The Bacillus-like
species were isolated by plating the series dilution after 80 °C water bath heating the soil samples and then
identified using 16S rRNA gene sequence analysis. Results showed that 418 strains isolated from the soil
samples belonged to 42 Bacillus-like species, which were grouped into eight genera containing Bacillus,
Brevibacillus, Fictibacillus, Lysinibacillus, Paenibacillus, Psychrobacillu, Rummeliibacillus and Viridibacil-
lus. Furthermore, Bacillus was the dominant genus, followed by the genera Paenibacillus and Lysinibacillus.
The greatest number of Bacillus-like species was isolated from the soils in Dazhulan, while the fewest were
found at the middle and base of Huanggang Mountain. The quantities of Bacillus-like species in soils col-
lected from Guadun and Dazhulan were more than 3.6x10° cfu/g soil, but less than 4.9x10° cfu/g soil at the
top and middle of Huanggang Mountain. Bacillus cereus, B. mycoides, B. thuringiensis, and Lysinibacillus
xylanilyticus were isolated from all six sites, which were dominated by B. thuringiensis and L. xylanilyticus.
The Shannon-Wiener diversity index and Pielou’s evenness index for Bacillus-like species isolated from
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Tongmuguan were higher than those at the other five sites, while the lowest Shannon-Wiener diversity index,
Pielou’s evenness index and Simpson index values were found in the soils from Guadun. There was a sig-
nificant correlation between the altitude and the quantity of B. mycoides and B. thuringiensis, with correla-
tions of 0.852 and —0.834, respectively. Additionally, highly significant correlations were found between the
altitude and the isolating frequency of B. cereus, B. mycoides and B. thuringiensis, with correlations of 0.960,
0.952 and —0.931, respectively. These results indicated the abundance and diversity of the Bacillus-like spe-
cies community and bacteria species were extremely rich in Wuyishan Nature Reserve.

Key words: Wuyishan Nature Reserve; Bacillus-like species; 16S rRNA; diversity; isolating frequency

ZFHAT R BT ReME AT EhE. KA AN
ML AR S S AR iR MR 2R B, W BLE RS A A R
W, DAE H AR A ATz, A8 PR 55 il JR
(Yazdani et al, 2009). ¥>#(Koberl et al, 2011). Fa#k
(Sophie et al, 2011). ‘k1li(Kim et al, 2011). ¥4
(Gartner et al, 2011)ZE# A EA TR . ZF MOAT B A
KEZ, HEer L2 2R AEYEEY R, Btk
A, R TA . I RESUIRAH 2N H
(FF/INEZE, 2010; Sanahuja et al, 2011; Chen et al,
2012); UMbk, ZF AR B ) SRS mT AR
W, TR T, R, RN, oA
ARSI T RIEE EEAEH . B A ., 12
P 0 XN 2 MO BRI D50, 20 55 FEIRFIORAE
BAMNFE AR E R IR RS E, X TIRATF
K~ LR ZF R R B R R .

XIS (2014) I 7 28 FEHE LU ARG IR AR IX
by B R 276 MR S MUAT B, T E I T 5 A W R
(Bacillus)~ 1% FAF B J& (Virgibacillus) R34
M & J& (Oceanobacillus) %5 6 1~ J& . Vasudevan 2§
(2015)43 41 T EN & Western Ghats 111 fik i 1 358 HH 41
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RN E A BRE R, S EE
FURFA 2R AT R 5K SR AR (2009) 5 Gt X i e
By By AR B AR DR IXIEAT T 4380 R 2
ZF BT B 43 B USCER AU = 4 3 BT B (Bacillus
thuringiensis, Bt) B M B4 %, 40 B H 2 A #
3,9244, % BBt Bk 1584, NEEAFIHA H
PRI B R 2958 T 2R

B EH AR X AL T 48 A dE 8 (117°27'-

117°51" E, 27°35'-27°54' N), [fif1565 km?, ~F14ifF
1,200 m, AT EFSR A HAF A BOR . fR
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45, 2002; 77, 2005; T RAEMERR, 2010). BH
(FEZKAE, 2006, 2007)  DUZE(E )48, 2011), + 3%
VN(EREESE, 2010)55 FIFPE . BEVEIRDL. A 5%
AT T T ZHI0H5E, 38R TR XA 2 Rk
R

HRIFE I ERRY X LA Z FEER
WAL . a0 NHEEE(2013, 2014) 5 51 I #8 fis fg
iR ARICHE(PLFA) Biologhi R 3T T Z AR X A
[FAEL A R 2 - B A W VR S5 WA, Rk RS
(1997 HFGFRIER T T AR AR AL 3% 7 725k
VIR ANAHEE . R S B S = RSB
HEARAN . AHI S B R IX 35 b 2 AT 1R 2 FF
PERIRE SO AR WAkiE . I B2 A B . i HE
W AU LA S 2 MBI T S, AN TR
X3, ANTR] A 5% 1) 24 A B B A 23 AT A AN
& E AR B ZE R (KPR, 2005). NI, AHEA
MR L SRR X -4 2 B OF AT B, SRR
WAL Z RS RE KB R REAT 0, DME T i#%
PR X g rh 2 RO 1 1 2 e 5 RS a0 A, T
K FIRZARS X B2 AT Bs iR 2% .

1 HRSE

1.1 w8

ERF L HAR Y X IO TE I TR 351
R, B RLREE EEEL KA R AR 556 Hl
M, RS SR REA R S F0-30 em{R TS
FEL a8, 2 K4S, Aelsnit s, 2R, o
G, RHREA . BIEREE R LR,
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1.2 TEPFHETFENIBESHE

FRECEFELO g, MIARIZEH90 mL G /K 1)
JEH(150 mL)N, #&¥%30 min)5, 80°C /K10
min(H AR 2-3 1K), EIEI107 3R, A
10135 RIVFERE MR Z107, 107, 107 W)
B AR 1 32100 pl, 0 B LBRE 5%
BT b, H TG IR AR IR A A, SRR
FEER2IR . B IRAT o I BE 37 56 7 B 81 B 30°C
TEIRAE T IEFE, 2 dERIE & PR EEERIES. A
B RN AGRAS . 3B W EERHE X A A [F (1 B
R GRS RSB, PRECAS R 2R
PR T TR B 3 72 56 PR bR 2k 7%, H 23k aliks
I, RAFH
1.3 HFEESRGLENH

SR E 2R AR (2015) [ 7 ik, W IRIG 4B 711
AN [F) B % R 25 AT B E 4T DNA TR IUAT16S TRNA
B FHIPCRY I, 1t L A= HoR
A BRA = AT T o R I 43 1) T 41 #E EzTaxon
(http://eztaxon-e.ezbiocloud.net/)(Kim et al, 2012)it
ITHEXS, WP & BRI 7 KA a5 6 & B
PR 0 BT 9 T 7 (3 rpod I W5 TG A L it Ak 1 = A
KX rB. thuringiensis5B. cereus) % 77121 .2H XA
ARV B s R, G R B
I — o 25 B AT B 1 55 e 6 b T AR o
HH 25 PR R )RR AR

FRAE X 73 B 15 B 2F AT B 16S rRNAJEA 7
T e M2 R, JEHUA R 2 B FF B 19 16S rRNAZE
DAL 371, FF e 35 4H 96 228 B ok (R =X e ) PR A 2 5
K741, 2 ClustalX* 5% J5, HHfFMega 6.0 (Ta-
mura et al, 2013) 14T 5 250 #r, #4 & Neighbor-

*1 RERRUARRFEHLRFRER

joining RGL K B o
14 HESHSHEM

43 B AIURE 2 48 H P 2 M A TR AR A b R
W B BT, RIS AE = (AR LT
FE B SRR D) < 100%.. 20 BT K T50% 0 #
B, A T30-50% 8] (1) Jy f i WA, AT 10-30%
Z BB A LR, /N T 10% 59 R B B Rl (5K 95 45
2003). FRAE XS S MU B AT S E AR, St A
Folt 24 25 AT T8 75 AS 7] H A A o ) 40 8 4005 R4
2, T ARSI 2R
1.5 BERZEWZHEM

K HH 2 RErER e S T8 A R R (LR
2. 2007):

(1) Margalef=£ & £ {5 %0: Ma = (S-1)/In N

(2) Shannon-Wiener £ FEIE TR % H'=—Y PilnP;

(3) Pieloudy 2] FE#R4L: J'= -3 PinP/InS

(4) Simpsonflt #4831 D, = 1-YP?
Horp, SFIRFEA M g7 A3 b 2F MO B AR R E, N
FEORFEA M R IR AT TR ) SR, PR R AR i
ZF AT B 0 B 2% b a8 R 2 R R S A
EEBI(RIP; = Ny/N, NS i 28 MOAT 1 iR 2 i)
1.6 FEHE. oEME. SRENMEXMESH

XPPE SR B L TS . MR SG . HRIOR R AT M 56
ANy ERAT S 28 B 1) 2 S AT R, HIDPSSR TR A (7
Ja X, 2010)FEAT 2 AT AP 2 AT . BES
VAR 2 (R AR AH S 1 T o
1.7 F#HESHNRLESH

N X 43 A [ 2 1) 2 B A T 2 o3 1 B AR O
P IX L IgE b ) A AR, DA 2 A A 1 23 B A0
FERARAR . CLZF BT BRSO REA, M EHRRE, I

Table 1 Information of the soil samples collected from Wuyishan Nature Reserve

KA A R R S AL AR e Syt

Location Altitude (m) No. of samples Habitat Agrotype

B LL IO 2,158 15 A, HA 3t B g A

Peak of the Huanggang Mountain (PHM) Meadow, rock Mountain meadow soil

BB L P 1,700 13 RIFRL B BRILSE I

Middle of the Huanggang Mountain (MHM) Forest, grass, roadside Yellow soil

B LI 1,100 7 LR SN VNN S AN N e

Base of the Huanggang Mountain (BHM) Forest, grass, roadside Red and yellow soil, yellow soil
RiA S 890 12 REbR. B BRIA%E AN Y

Tongmuguan (TMG) Forest, grass, roadside Red and yellow soil

HeH 1,200 14 WAk, BN, BRIL%E LT, T

Guadun (GD) Forest, grass, roadside Red and yellow soil, yellow soil
RAT 3 1,000 14 RIFRL B LLEE. IR

Dazhulan (DZL) Forest, grass Red and yellow soil, yellow soil
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K HIRR R BE Bk, e FRRE B AE 7T 1LY, X & Fh2F
AT B AE P 1 B AR PR A7 X 398 v g 20 A7 R 0 ik
ITRGRHK.

2 &R

2.1 FHHEMERESETE

B L AR PRI X B Ll FEL RAT R
SEHRAERI TS BAE R B . ORAF 25 HOAT 15418 8K,
£216S rRNAZHFAIME . thxy, nJHIHix418
AR E N8N JmA2 I (ER2). o, A3 EE K
H5HZ R MK 16S rRNAZK K FF 5] F AL PEK T
98.0%, 11 H AT AR 70 41 E B Al 16S rRNAZE
B AU )41 2 98.65% (Kim et al, 2014), P,
X3 B RAR A FTE A 28 MO B A

FEX AT, ZF MU R A R %2, 2070,
7 Pl B 47.62%; 2K ZF MU AT 1R & (Paenibacillus)
Foik, H8Fh; wiz 1R 2 AT B J& (Lysinibacillus) 7
i WE VA ZF MU TR & (Psychrobacillus) F1 2% 2F BT 56
J& (Viridibacillus) #8 R A 2 Fh, 5 ZF M A H )&
(Brevibacillus) M1 % FUAT B J& (Fictibacillus) 1 &
EC 2 AT T8 J& (Rummeeliibacillus) /b, 31 R A 15,
22 SENFRETE SN

gy ¥ S5 R AR YR L B AR ORI X 2
P FERANSRKEMRED. FHIROFELEN
Lysinibacillus 11 7 A~ < Viridibacillus 1] 2 > Fi
Psychrobacillus 1] 2/ Fh 1 % 5 N Bacillus isronen-
sis+ B. cecembensis~ Rummeliibacillus pycnus ] ¥k;
2R FEYE E NBacillus bataviensis~ B. novalis-
B. endoradicis- B. simplexf1B. muralisWJE M, ¥4
] B2 M 1 S B8 3 AR 48 E DA 2 AT
WL Bacillus mycoides B. weihenstephanensis-
B. thuringiensis~ B. cereus~ B. pseudomycoides=55/
M HT B AR A0S %€ N Bacillus  manliponensis «  B.
marisflavi~ B. licheniformis. B. tequilensis. B. me-
thylotrophicus VA St % %€ N Fictibacillus nanhaiensis
Bacillus halmapalus B. aryabhattai B. safensis\]
M, B4 G %58 NBrevibacillus agrilfJ Bk, 555
FALHEYE € N Paenibacillus 118/ Fh ¥ TRk o
2.3 FHRHREBHNERSH

XFECH L E AR ORA X 61 33 rh 43 5 L )
2 BT R 2 B A RE R AT 04, S5 R EIR(ER
3), B. thuringiensis~ Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus }J%¢

AR L B AR GRS X b F B A B L. (H
AN A s AR A MAELEZE A B. cereus B. mycoides
RIL. xylanilyticus 73 ¥8 5 1L T 4 38 v 28 B A B 1)
LAF, B. cereusFB. mycoides N5 i 1 B AR
B, B. thuringiensisFIL. xylanilyticus|7] N X 111
JECES A A R LA T, B. thuringiensis L. xy-
lanilyticus~ R. pycnus NI MM H LM, B.
thuringiensis N RAT S5 MOAT & A A

Bacillus cereus B. mycoides B. thuringiensis.
L. xylanilyticus 54N FAE R 1L B R IR X 641
M) IR A B R, R X g
TZAFAE ) ZE MOAT B o (B A HH 2538075 1 Fh 28 7 L
ANHb S B B, iz SRR RS, W Bacillus
cecembensis~ B. isronensis~ B. licheniformis~ B. meth-
yiotrophicus~ B. novalis.B. simplex. Brevibacillus agri
GNP R ML TEE 2 B 3], B weihen-
stephanensis AAET K LA 73 B F], Lysinibacil-
lus massiliensis RAE & 1L K E A 43 B 2, Paeniba-
cillus lautus M Psychrobacillus insolitus R {ENARKAE
B3, Bacillus halmapalus B. manliponensis
Paenibacillus apiarius- P. elgii~ R. pycnus“551F
A 43 B 3, Bacillus bataviensis~ B. marisflavi
F. nanhaiensis+ Bacillus tequilensis. Paenibacillus
castaneae~ P. pini. P. terrigena®57 4 R AE KT X,
S sl = SR S g S

K3 HIH T alF L H AR R X 6 Hh 5 1 35
AR EE AT R B E A S B AR R
A RECEAAAE ZE e R LTS, s e
BT 2 R B B D, ) I 54.866%10° cfu/g
1%, 3.485x10° cfu/g 3%, Ht b sE &
%, £ %39.761x10° cfu/g; Bacillus mycoides. B.
tequilensis < B. thuringiensis < Lysinibacillus xy-
lanilyticus Paenibacillus alvei®s 5/ 2 i3 1 135
AR B AT R . EASE R A, e
&% 1 2F AT B PSR A — 4, W Bacillus my-
coides e B (< LU THE 398 80 B 22 1) 2 A 1, B
thuringiensis & ¥ & 1L I LI P B ER 2 15
&, B. aryabhattai B. thuringiensis Lysinibacillus
xylanilyticus~ Viridibacillus arenosi;EHiAR I 1-3E
BB 2 AT E, B. mycoides. B. tequilensis-
B. thuringiensis L. xylanilyticus & K17 K 3B 4L
B AP AT B .



1168 4 W £ K Biodiversity Science #24 %
R2 MRRLBRARIFX S BSRZF AT E TR EER
Table 2 Bacillus-like species isolated from Wuyishan Nature Reserve
e RAFEE BxRY BRI B A AR
Group Strains GenBank Closest match Sequence
accession no. identity (%)
FMUF R Bacillus FJAT-16209  KF278157 B EC2EMUAF I Bacillus aryabhattai 100.0
FJAT-16883  KF278197 LA AT B B. bataviensis 100.0
FJAT-16354  KF278179 RBH LI AT B. cecembensis 95.95
FJAT-16889  KF278199 WEFEZEJAT IR B. cereus 100.0
FJAT-16469  KF278181 RN ZEMUFFEE B. endoradicis 99.12
FJAT-16705  KF278193 ERECEATE B, halmapalus 98.52
FJAT-16532 KF278187 EIZS A 2 UFF IR B. isronensis 100.0
FJAT-16048  KF278123 Ji B MAT T B. manliponensis 98.46
FJAT-16291 KF278168 A ZEHIATF I B. licheniformis 99.85
FJAT-16872 KF278195 WG ZEATE B. marisflavi 100.0
FJAT-16134 KF278130 FRIEE FE R ZEMUAT R B. methylotrophicus 99.86
FIAT-16162 KF278147 BEZEMUAT R B. muralis 99.85
FJAT-16884  KF278198 HLRZEMIFT I B. mycoides 100.0
FJAT-16339  KF278175 RN ZF AT B. novalis 99.83
FIAT-16201 KF278155 TRERZENFTEE B. pseudomycoides 99.85
FJAT-16578 KF278189 VAR ZEPATE B. safensis 100.0
FJAT-17017  KF278204 B EMIFTE B. simplex 100.0
FJAT-17042  KF278206 FRIEER UM B. tequilensis 99.89
FJAT-16178 KF278153 BN B. thuringiensis 100.0
FJAT-16301 KF278171 FIRFEWHFFE B. weihenstephanensis 100.0
FiZF AT S Brevibacillus FJAT-16350  KF278177 I AT Brevibacillus agri 99.38
JEMZEMATEE @ Fictibacillus FJAT-17014 KF278203 FAEREA SR AT B Fictibacillus nanhaiensis 100.0
R B2 AT RS Lysinibacillus  FIAT-16156 KF278145 JiHE A 2 B S MUK B Lysinibacillus fusiformis ~ 100.0
FJAT-16167  KF278149 KRR MM L. macroides 99.57
FJAT-16506 ~ KF278185 TR LR T A L mangiferahumi 99.98
FIAT-16266 KF278163 I, SEH 2 G S AT L. massiliensis 97.51
FJAT-16248 KF278158 R R IR 2 MAT 18 L. parviboronicapiens 99.22
FJAT-16141 KF278135 IR IR AT L. sphaericus 99.14
FJAT-16140 KF278134 TRANEI 2L S MUAT B L. xylanilyticus 100.0
HKEFMAT R & Paenibacillus FJAT-16151 KF278140 W& 25 AT Paenibacillus alvei 98.82
FJAT-16703 KF278192 WKW E P. apiarius 98.88
FJAT-16893  KF278200 ST AT P. castaneae 98.05
FJAT-16129  KF278128 BRI WA P. elgii 99.40
FJAT-16135  KF278131 WIZIEEF NI B P. lautus 99.13
FIAT-16879  KF278196 AR AT T P. pini 99.98
FJAT-16903  KF278201 GHREMFTE P. taichungensis 100.0
FJAT-16927 KF278202 T HRF AT P. terrigena 97.61
WEYA L NUAT B Psychrobacillus  FIAT-16132 KF278129 FIRFREYS ZEMAT B Psychrobacillus insolitus 98.70
FIAT-16497 KF278183 DAVEVLEMFT B P. psychrodurans 99.82
G FMATEE Rummeliibacillus FIAT-16098 KF278125 JEANAE IRZFERATE Rummeliibacillus pycnus 98.39
LREERUNTE B Viridibacillus FJAT-17036 KF278205 VOHMERZERIAT T Viridibacillus arenosi 100.0
FJAT-16340  KF278176 H LR A B V. arvi 100.0
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FJAT-16156 KF278145
991 Lysinibacillus fusiformis NBRC 15717
FJAT-16248 KF278158
Lysinibacillus parviboronicapiens NBRC 103144
FJAT-16141 KF278135
Lysinibacillus sphaericus C3-41
FJAT-16506 KF278185
93 Lysinibacillus mangiferahumi M-GX18
— FJAT-16266 KF278163
98 Lysinibacillus massiliensis 4400831
FJAT-16167 KF278149
98 Lysinibacillus macroides LMG 18474
95 FJAT-16140 KF278134
99 ! Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus XDB 9
FJAT-16354 KF278179
Bacillus cecembensis PN5
FJAT-16532 KF278187
Bacillus isronensis B3W22
FJAT-16132 KF278129
FJAT-16497 KF278183
Psychrobacillus psychrodurans DSM 11713
Psychrobacillus insolitus DSM 5
99 |: FJAT-16098 KF278125
Rummeliibacillus pycnus NBRC 101231
100 FJAT-16340 KF278176
Viridibacillus arvi LMG 22165
1004 FyaT-17036
68 | Viridibacillus arenosi LMG 22166
99 | FJAT-16883 KF278197
99 Bacillus bataviensis NBRC 102449
FJAT-16339 KF278175
99 - Bacillus novalis NBRC 102450
99 FJAT-16469 KF278181
4: Bacillus endoradicis CCBAU 05776
69 FJAT-16162 KF278147
Bacillus simplex DSM 1321
FJAT-17017 KF278204
Bacillus muralis LMG 20238
| FJAT-16578 KF278189
100 | Bacillus safensis NBRC 100820
FJAT-16209 KF278157
100 | Bacillus aryabhattai B8BW22
| FJAT-17014 KF278203
100 | Fictibacillus nanhaiensis JSM 082006
FJAT-16705 KF278193

100
70

99 Bacillus halmapalus DSM 8723
99 FJAT-16134 KF278130
92 Bacillus methylotrophicus CBMB205

FJAT-17042 KF278206
9g - Bacillus tequilensis 10b

5 FJAT-16291 KF278168
= T‘ Bacillus licheniformis ATCC 14580
FJAT-16872 KF278195
100 ! Bacillus marisflavi TF-11
— FJAT-16048 KF278123
98 |: Bacillus manliponensis BL4-6
73| Bacillus mycoides ATCC 6462
| Bacillus pseudomycoides DSM 12442
FJAT-16201 KF278155
63|l Bacillus cereus ATCC 14579
FJAT-16301 KF278171
86 | Bacillus weihenstephanensis DSM 11821
FJAT-16884 KF278198
FJAT-16178 KF278153
FJAT-16889 KF278199
37| Bacillus thuringiensis ATCC 10792
r FJAT-16350 KF278177

100 L—— Brevibacillus agri NRS-1219
100 FJAT-16129 KF278128
Paenibacillus elgii SD17
FJAT-16879 KF278196

100 Paenibacillus pini S22

r FJAT-16135 KF278131
| 100 L Paenibacillus lautus AB236d

99

| FJAT-16903 KF278201
100 1 Paenibacillus taichungensis BCRC 17757
FJAT-16893 KF278200
56 100 Paenibacil Ch-32

I FJAT-16927 KF278202
99 Paenibacil 7 A35

r e
FJAT-16151 KF278140
Paenibacillus alvei NBRC 3343
FJAT-16703 KF278192
Paenibacillus apiarius DSM 5581

100

0.01

Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree of Bacillus-like strains isolated from Wuyishan Nature Reserve based on 16S rRNA gene sequences using
neighbor-joining method. Bootstrap values above 50% are shown at the branching points.
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Table 3 The frequency (%) and average quantification (x10° cfu/g) of Bacillus-like species isolated from different sites in Wuyis-

han Nature Reserve

ZF AT B AP B L TR B B LB AR i KATH, Sk
Bacillus-like species Peak of the Middle of the Base of the Tongmuguan Guadun Dazhulan Total
Huanggang Huanggang Huanggang
Mountain Mountain Mountain

B BE O BE O HE S HE HE KE S HE HE BE S HE

Fre- Quanti- Fre- Quanti- Fre- Quan-  Frequ- Quan-  Fre- Quan-  Fre- Quan-  Fre- Quanti-

quency fication quency fication quency tifica- ency tifica- quency tifica- quency tifica-  quency fication

tion tion tion tion

Bacillus aryabhattai 0 0 7.69 0.02 14.29 0.10 833 242 14.29  0.05 14.29 0.62 9.33 3.20
B. bataviensis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14 043 1.33 0.43
B. cecembensis 6.67  0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.01
B. cereus 66.67 0.26 5385 1.27 28.57 0.72 16.67 0.29 4286 0.64 21.43 040 40 3.58
B. endoradicis 13.33  0.02 7.69 0.02 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4.00 0.03
B. halmapalus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.01 0 0 1.33 0.01
B. isronensis 6.67  0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.01
B. manliponensis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14.29  0.07 0 0 2.67 0.07
B. licheniformis 6.67  0.03 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.03
B. marisflavi 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.11 1.33 0.11
B. methylotrophicus 6.67  0.01 0 0 0 0 8.33  0.01 0 0 0 0 2.67 0.02
B. muralis 0 0 0 0 0 0 25.00 0.67 0 0 1429 0.77 6.67 1.43
B. mycoides 100.0 3.26 69.20 1.42 28.57 0.95 16.67 0.47 7.14  0.04 1429 1.24 4133 737
B. novalis 6.67  0.07 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.07
B. pseudomycoides 0 0 0 0 28.57 0.21 833 042 42.86 2.44 14.29  0.09 14.67 3.16
B. safensis 0 0 7.69 0.01 0 0 0 0 14.29 0.36 0 0 4.00 0.36
B. simplex 26.67 0.18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.05 6.67 0.23
B. tequilensis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  16.19 1.33 16.19
B. thuringiensis 20 0.18 30.77  0.63 100.0 6.73 8333 11.00 7143 3.24 85.71 1347 6133 3525
B. weihenstephanensis 0 0 7.69 0.02 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.02
Brevibacillus agri 6.67 0.19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.19
Fictibacillus nanhaiensis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.10 1.33 0.10
Lysinibacillus fusiformis 0 0 0 0 28.57 0.31 833 0.58 0 0 0 0 4.00 0.89
L. macroides 6.67  0.02 0 0 0 0 833 0.08 0 0 0 0 2.67 0.10
L. mangiferahumi 13.33  0.15 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.04 0 0 4.00 0.19
L. massiliensis 0 0 0 0 1429 0.14 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.14
L. parviboronicapiens 0 0 0 0 28.57  1.29 16.67 0.65 0 0 0 0 533 1.93
L. sphaericus 0 0 0 0 0 0 833 0.13 7.14  0.04 21.43 0.87 6.67 1.03
L. xylanilyticus 60 0.27 30.77  0.11 57.14  0.74 5833 3.68 78.57 3.22 2143  1.08 50.67 9.10
Paenibacillus alvei 0 0 0 0 1429  0.03 0 0 7.14 2857 0 0 2.67 28.60
P. apiarius 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14 031 0 0 1.33 0.31
P. castaneae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.04 1.33 0.04
P. elgii 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14  0.01 0 0 1.33 0.01
P. lautus 0 0 0 0 0 0 833 0.05 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.05
P. pini 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14 057 1.33 0.57
P. taichungensis 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.33  0.07 0 0 7.14 048 2.67 0.54
P. terrigena 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7.14 001 1.33 0.01
Psychrobacillus insolitus 0 0 0 0 0 0 833 031 0 0 0 0 1.33 0.31
Psychrobacillus  psychro- 1333 0.11 7.69 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4.00 0.12
durans
Rummeliibacillus pycnus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 64.29 0.64 0 0 12.00 0.64
Viridibacillus arenosi 26.67 0.11 0 0 0 0 833 1.33 14.29 0.11 14.29 031 12.00 1.86
V. arvi 20 0.01 7.69 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5.33 0.02
Bl Total - 4.866 - 3.485 - 11.222 - 22.137 - 39.761 - 36.795 - -
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Fig. 2 Diversity indices of Bacillus-like species isolated from different sampling sites in Wuyishan Nature Reserve. See Table 1 for
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Table 4 The correlations among frequency, quantification of four Bacillus-like species distribution and altitude in Wuyishan Nature

Reserve

B 5 R A M
Correlation between quantification
and altitude

ZF MU R AP

Bacillus-like species

5y B
Correlation between frequency
and altitude

SRR AR A B 50 B AR AR SR

Correlation between quantification
and frequency

0.960™ 0.220
0.952" 0.906"
-0.931" 0.792
0.034 -0.273

Bacillus cereus 0.136
Bacillus mycoides 0.852"
Bacillus thuringiensis -0.834"
Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus —0.635
" P<0.05; "P<0.01

2.4 FHAEMZHMN

B3 SRR X 6 b 5 398 v 2 AT
Vi 2 REPE TS (K2 BoR: 7R Ll T+ g
T EE BT B R B R o, 1222, RAT
MIR, N1.125, 35 LR H I A
fiX, 1N0.646, HiA I 38 2F Mo AT B 4 2 B
PEFR B =, 182.482, RATKILIR, H2.184, HHH
A, 1574, BERALLTOEE . Hp s R 0 g v 2
LT B 0 22 FEE AR R 2 A K MR G 3 2
JROAT B8 2 50 P FR B0 =, M0.620, 35 i Ll HH R
P35 B AR RN B e, 090.941, 43 b 2 AT i

() 35 50 FE AR HOR AR 5 P 4R B eIk, 7390 790.393
#10.479,
2.5 MERE. oBHE. BKREEXMY
X 1L E AR IR X 64 1t 3
BRI 4R LEROAT B, Bl Bacillus cereus B. my-
coides B. thuringiensis. Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus
AT B . BB R 2 (R AR O A AT o 4
REHERW, L. xylanilyticus B R 73 BEWE 5
W2 BIPIAHRYEA R B, cereusMIEE S5k 2
(6] (R AH S MEAN 2. 25, L 23 B A T 5 0 A T ) A S M
Wi 2 B. mycoides. B. thuringiensis )% 5
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Euclidean distance

0 5

Bacillus halmapalus
Paenibacillus elgii
Paenibacillus apiarius
Bacillus manliponensis
Bacillus safensis

Bacillus marisflavi
Fictibacillus nanhaiensis
Paenibacillus castaneae
Paenibacillus terreigena
Bacillus bataviensis
FPaenibacillus pini

Bacillus cecembensis
Bacillus isronensis

Bacillus licheniformis
Bacillus novalis
Brevibacillus agri

Bacillus methylotrophicus
Lysinibacillus macroides
Paenibacillus lautus
Psychrobacillus insolitus
Paenibacillus taichungensis
Lysinibacillus mangiferahumi
Bacillus weihenstephanensis
Bacillus endoradicis
Psychrobacillus psychrodurans
Viridibacillus arvi

Bacillus simplex
Lysinibacillus massiliensis
Lysinibacillus sphaericus
Lysinibacillus fusiformis
Lysinibacillus parviboronicapiens
Bacillus muralis

e =

:

a=22.1

Viridibacillus arenosi

Bacillus aryabhattai
Bacillus tequilensis

Bacillus psedomycoides
Paenibacillus alvei

Rummeliibacillus pycnus
Bacillus cereus

Bacillus mycoides

Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus

Bacillus thuringiensis

B3 ZFREFFEMESHRIREDN

Fig. 3 Clustering analysis of the distribution of Bacillus-like species

RO, AR R 305 ) N0.85201-0.834, 71
B 5 iR RS A G, A Ok Rl 90.952
H1-0.931. B. cereus~ B. thuringiensis~ L. xylanilyticus
M2 5 5 BRE A AH SR AN .2, 1B, my-
coidesHHIRME R 2 o« T 46, 2F A RS E 5K
Z [ AR A 23 (P>0.05) 0
2.6 FFRMEMESHELXSH

91X F3 AN [ 28 1) 2 A 1 A o3 L AR R
P X s b ) o AR, P BR PR B 92008 %% 2 il
FF B AE 3 Ll SR PR3 X 438 1) 9 A R L 3R AT
RAEK, ERIE3. YA =22.10, APEIXELLE
MR TR N33 £ —KRAB. thuringiensis, F:
FEAE 2 75 B8 A0 B A0 4 B B K, 49 il 9 61.33% Al
35.246x10° cfu/g; % — 3 A Bacillus mycoides .
Lysinibacillus xylanilyticusfBacillus cereus 37 % il

FFEE, FLRRAE A2 0 2 BURE 7E.40.00% DA | H 308 82
K; 5 =K ¥ Bacillus halmapalus Paenibacillus
elgiiv P apiarius® 54 FI38Fh 2 AT, FLAFME R
TP ML, /T BEE T 14.67%.
3 1hig

AW R G 7R L B AR R X+
S 28 M AR R RO BEVECIR L, 4RI EE L B AR IR
PIX P F AR EEE . BEBOR, K
Bacillus 208, &2 FE147.62%, %R X+
B 2 AT IR R . FARKT4E(2015) I RE AR
e WS AT R AR = 398 v 23 B LH 164K 2 IR AT A, R
% A3 T Bacillus « Paenibacillus « Lysinibacillus -

Brevibacillus 1 Psychrobacillus, H W It % J& A~
Bacillus, 1552%; RIEFF5E(2013) Wi 24 A H £
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B RORE: wUR B AR TR X 3 AT B SR 2R AT B K R 2 A S A 1173

b oy RS 33K B AR, 0B T 194,
Hrb 165 & T Bacillus; JE E3#55(2009) B T K
W, Bacillus 72 BSCHS T 50 X 3 v 48 B 1) 32 22 288,
29 5 TR S 125.3%; TR ARRESE(2014) it R £
P AT AR L a8 b o) B B 147 8K F FRAT R, IR 13
AR, Hob Bacillus LR (1550%) . XLk
HS 5 AHIE 7T 45 AR, KW Bacillus /& £ b £ 3
B IR R AT B AR

Bacillus cereus~ B. mycoides. B. thuringiensis
F Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus 54 FhE B L H 248
PRI X LR I ARAE R ZF AT, B E R
ZRY X s b 2F S B LA . B. thuringiensis
(Bt) & 33 i WL — Fh 2 AT B, e A B R
oA HUE VR AE A AR, X2 R R AR s
JiR U 2% K5 M (Schnepf et al, 1998), &7 F N
BN 2 BRI BT P A HRORI (e 1 24 45,
2013). L. xylanilyticus ¥ #% 7 &5 B 56 B X e
(Gyeryong Mountain) AR B BT, &2 — M EA
LR A AR SRR B A D BE 1R 24 B AT 18 (Lee et al, 2010),
TIASREAE B IR T VZATAE, A2 RO A 40 i BE 2
A E I F B RS (Timmell, 1967); L. xylanilyticus
W B EHKR . REF P HENC T (Hayat et al,
2013), Wang%:(2013)i 7 H [El /e 77 (AL AR AR AR 3R
MARH RILE L. xylanilyticusWAFLE . B3I H AR
PIXMEAORAE eI . DIRJEHE R . RAEFEZ,
Al Re R B, thuringiensis. L. xylanilyticus|™
AR HEE R R . pUERIL Bt I K &
Wk, F& T RERBEKRZEIR, ] 55wk
BA FIR P BB U K] 28 5 FE il o

Yk Z FEE R ORI R 3 E R O, A
PIAMAEECE . BT B AR X 64 Hb i - 48
AT A S BB, (H T R A AT
R AFERBORE R, R A R Rl 2 R
fR¥. H5RE. MBEWAAEESR . MARK L
MU R 2 eV ERR R, 250 BEHRECHR E oAt
SAHb Ry, FLE R AT BRI AT B R S
FERE(168) . BB HAR 27 AT 1 ) 2 L
NPT, FEE IR bR AT A R 2 168, B
HE K, Bl TR AT E R BEZ 0K, Rl
J& Paenibacillus alveiff) 55 (2.857x10° cfu/g)ilh 5 T
P R T O AT R 1K 71.86%, BRIIEH 2R
PE 5 AR 35 R 4R B A 1K

P A A R e S SR G ?
MIA IRIERE, WAL RARAHE . PUE
Pz 1Ly 35 v 4 S R Y 22 A I B TR ) BT
1M P {f(Wang et al, 2015), % E Hallatli &4k 4b 1
AN 2 FE 1 L i 4R A0 B = (Singh et al, 2014),
FRACSE1,000-2,800 mAL4FHE B 8T T BRAT T RE
SERE 1 22 AR A R IR SR AN S i AR = TR
MKk (Zhang et al, 2014), TfiFAE AR50 2 55 B 1l 1438
HH AR 1K) 2 RV 5RO K (Fierer et al, 2011), B
& P Puna ¥ [ B RAR B g B (FE P 28 BT B o 4 B
Tl 1) 44%) 205 5 ¥ SBCR i i 2 8] AN A7 AE
AH I (Lugo et al, 2008). HHEAT WL, 254 M7E
W T B o A R RTRIE 7 DX 3T 57 o HEARAE 9
FEMIZE 1, KR o iR W,
e REEEE 7 & IEpH. MR =0
BRI AR IREE, 2014; BUHTAE, 2014),
b2 5P K A 22 (Eduardo et al, 2015;

B, 2015), XEHERT] RE AL 2N L S AR P o3 A
) E ZE R R (KT 645, 2014; José & Rosa, 2016). A<
W RN, sUER L AR R X 3% o 2 AT B e
MR SR BIFIM AR, HB. cereus
FE6/ 1 i 358 T 1) 43 B A S AR R 35 A K, B,
mycoides~ B. thuringiensist T3 IR 7> B
¥ SR B ML, HB. thuringiensis UL,
BBE A& AR I T, IR TR 2 g
L 128 T Rl /> o

HRE ZE MO T8 (Bacillus cereus)s e E AR & UL
— MR, FE AT L RRAKE S,
L TR 2SS A G 2 N . BR
ZE WA 18 (Bacillus mycoides)f]—A™ i R IE 2 RETE
B FR 3 TR BT 22 IR B 74 (Trick et al, 1984), 1%
BRI HE A% 7 A2 40 22 b 48 B K 1A B (A 2 AR
2012), HARUR ™9 581G 5 /)N 5K G % D e (£ =
&, 2006), AR gl AR 2 0N FH TSR S B 4 (1
PR, 1998), A KB. cereus~ B. mycoides B.
thuringiensis =% 2f MUAT B8 1K) 73 A 5 HERORH SV () 47T
FAREAZ, Fealal —F T ARND W, KTEE
(2009) I 7T 2R BH, ¥ R & Aty MO AR X 458 ¥ Bt
BRI AR SR B A Vi A0 g T AR, ¥4 900-1,400
m Bt AR B s RAEAF (2011) AL AL K%
B Pk 73 A1 S50 ¢ R 258 T 5 BRI 3,
FEHFIRO00 mUA T, Bti i R BEifE I _ETHimsg in, £
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BAARIFHRIF RO ERSRE

T fF EHBE HAW K ok XNFE I Shae
(h B RLE I L e A 2 REVERE 50, JEET 100012)

FE: AARRY Hi(protected areas) (R BRAGE T A AR PRI M T ELORY 0 QR RIBOR, I ILAEYERF A 2 FEAE
AIPRIR A 25 R GEAR 55 DI RE S T7 T R 5 AL JAE R E AR TRt (R iR At I 1 9 TR W AR IR e i 2 —
ARSI NASFR A TEREE S PSR R < VAL T E SO AR 7 4718 T AR it e . SUARTE, ek
B AR W 7Bk, XKk, EERAEA BRI ISR REE, ek, B, SRR SR A
& RGN LA T ZRI T REAT TP, K T “matching”H RS AT TS, KRR T R4
(15 8 SR ORI L DR BRAGTE AR bR AR 2R, JE R — S8 3R AREEAT T ORI BRI RGBT FT . H AR R Y7 [X (nature reserve)
R AR A, ORI B AR R XA S B T T AR QR TT e 1 DRy APl AR, iRkt —
A s H AR ORI DX 0 226 FRUBEAN 35287 R ORAP DX ORAP BBPP AT 7E, H5 B AR ORGP IX ORI BSVP Al 5 6 BTl A
G55, WHICEARERA DX QR R T s (0397 1P REURIERCE 52, D T3 ) B AR DR XA B B B SR (B2 4
KA, HAGRY L, ARG, BEE AR, RIS MR EERT NS

Evaluating conservation effectiveness of protected areas: advances and
new perspectives

Wei Wang, Lijuan Xin, Jinhong Du, Bing Chen, Fangzheng Liu, Libo Zhang, Junsheng Li"
Biodiversity Research Center, Chinese Research Academy of Environmental Sciences, Beijing 100012

Abstract: Conservation effectiveness of protected areas indicates the status of main protected objects, and
achievements in maintaining biodiversity and ecosystem function. Evaluation of conservation effectiveness is
becoming a popular issue surrounding protected areas. From multiple spatial scales, subjects, methods and
indicators, we reviewed advances in evaluating conservation effectiveness of protected areas. Recent studies
have represented global, regional, national, and individual scales. Evaluated projects include the most com-
mon ecosystems (forests, wetlands, grasslands, deserts) and wild species. Evaluation methods have been
moving from traditional direct before-and-after or inside-outside comparisons to “matching” techniques,
which allows one to control for known landscape or environmental biases when determining the impacts of
protection. Some researchers have explored indicator systems to make systematic evaluations of the effec-
tiveness of protected areas, meanwhile others have tested indicators using case studies. In China, nature re-
serve is the backbone of the country’s protected areas system. Different ministries and state-level authorities
have initiated evaluation of conservation effectiveness of nature reserves. We suggest that future studies
should explore the following issues to improve the quality of nature reserves: (1) conservation effectiveness
of nature reserve networks; (2) conservation effectiveness of different types of reserves; (3) integration of
conservation effectiveness and management evaluation; and (4) potential impacts on nature reserves.

Key words: protected areas; nature reserve; national park; conservation effectiveness; biodiversity; main
protected objects
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e, BRI T 7 A BAR R X L FREF R Hb
55 /N = PO S vip /) %2 B N T S B VL /P e S
X\ B b AR SOU . E SR TR AT RF SRR H H SR
{325 R [ 257 (Dudley, 2015). AR5 (A2t
PEAL)) 2010955107k 45 240 75 K42 iRl LA 12 2020
AR Z R B AR (PR A H bR) 5115 1) 2
K, AEREARRIHAE A AR DL & s S
75 41545 £5 243 (Secretariat of the Convention on
Biological Diversity, 2014). Aitt, 75 E I T
i, AT B SRR HOAE 2 KRR RSl 1 244 il
WIORI H AR, IR T %25 B AR ORS HlL 1) 2 9
R PR Rl 2K 3 (Geldmann et al, 2013; 55,
2016).

NG —FIE RS K BRI HU K P Al, 1997
4, A ARSI 5145 (The World Commission
on Protected Areas, WCPA)IKHE H SR {53 b i # i

Feili:
AT A AR N
FETHAFERIRE?
Output: A".
What did we do and
what products or services were
produced?

Wik g
BNEHEBE?
Context:
/ Status and threats
-~ Where are we now? %
A1ER8 T AL RINFELATIHE
g s 2
Mmg..:i;-ﬁ% DRI TAE) 2
What did we achieve? Planning:

TR
FANAERIEIR?
Management process:

How do we go about 1t?

FERIEAREZR, M T HKRIHEHEZL IR 2 T REA
P ER(EL), BT S AR BN EHET R,
7= LA 64N 7 1T (Hockings, 2000). 1R 22 [E 5 1
HIFEWCPATHAE HESE B Bl |, EET AR H br
MR EIR, f T BARR) B RO A5 7
AECR . il hn 5 SR E 2 (World Wide
Fund for Nature, WWF) T & ] SR 37 b 5 # Rk
PEAS AR S PE 6 52 (Rapid Assessment and Prioritiza-
tion of Protected Area Management, RAPPAM) /7 7%
(Ervin, 2003), tHFRATHIWWRIL[EITF K 1) & EAH
e EREE T H (Management Effectiveness Tracking
Tool, METT)ifi & % (Stolton et al, 2003), Bt [E %
BICHZ TUCNAT R 22 KA AR 3G 3k
AT 38 P U (B ——tH 5 3 SR8 7 1 s R P e 5
" (Enhancing Our Heritage, EOH) (UNESCO et al,
2012)%%. SR, FLAEHVPAL B 2 VR AR CRA L

L wWhere do we want to be
-
**" how will we get there?

e, BA:
‘A HNEERL SN
Imputs:
What do we need?

El #FBRRIPHERSHBRRIPHITMAESR (24 B Hockings, 2000)

Fig. 1 The protected areas evaluation framework of the World Commission on Protected Areas (adapted from Hockings, 2000)
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HUA B, ARKARBE EAORSCHR AT DL A 2 2 R
LR PR AL, X T B AR ORI A S T AT
D R R 5% DA R HROA T R G 25k SR 4 T D ) VA
FHXS AN 2, — 28 B 1) AR 25 50 B It 8 A 1 A 58 3
(Gaston et al, 2006). T4k, Fifi 5 K HH I U 1)
R DL SR RN B AE B R G E ORI, X
H AR OR AP 1 LR 37 B VA 1288 1 R AT 7 1 44 i
(Nagendra et al, 2013). H [E/E Mt & R e
E R —, R AERREE =i K R i R I A 3R 3
BHRAEMZ R, 23 T EASEERTZ RE
(Cyranoski, 2008; Bawa et al, 2010; Kram et al, 2012;
Ren et al, 2015), JRE VI Zx B AR ORA HL ORI A
ROAT PEA

H AR DR P B R AP BRI A 2 [ G B 77 L
RORWERZH, =P B R R I AE4ERF 2D
2 FEVE AR B3 A 25 2R Gt I 55 D) e 55 7 THI ) 45 5 B
Bo ARSI MANF AT RUEE . VA R 1A TT
VLSO PR bR ST T, ZRIR 7 B N Ah E AR DR 1
DRI BB T ST HE R, I 455 JR IR R R R DA
IR, X B B AR DR DX O RO AL TAER
R =c

1 BARPHARIPREIHEN=EIRE

H AT BT 7R B 2 DL SRR 1 R 40 DL K
AN EREY A EFRE A J SRR PR,
SRS E BRI R, T2 BRI i 7 L
KRBT T AWIE R B AR, DLRAE4EREA
M REPERI ORI AR S RGNS ThRESE 7T, B I
[ AR A T BRI 7R BRI L R G Z
THT A PFA8 T AT S KRB R BT B 28 ORI 1 52 1t
ZEARYE, HAE—E R L TR M X b

X R IR L R G Z VP4, AT DAEE 4 BR
DX 3B A5 AN A RO T R, AT AN ] AR OR A
Hi AR 3 8 R3E 47 X EE 43 BT o 481 40 Joppa Al Praff
(2012) F T Ar AR 3 2 R X 4 BR 1474 H XK B 4R
PRI HL AT T VAN, 45 SRR 109 EH KM A
SRR HhTE Jok % AR bR e 2R 7 THVIUAS T 84 s R
Tang %% (2011) % F U5 — L AE #f ¥ ZL (NDVI) X 4 Bk
1,015~ K2 5 SR PR 9 Hb 1) O 47 B AT T WAL,
ORSRE B SRR M 7R CR B AE B A 7= ) 5 T E A
T BT HIRY % Rogers (2011)i i 3 A4 1F
ity 7 AE W A B X A [ [ 2R ) AR LR 4 b T D 2%

AR R TR, R IINE ) E AR PR H A bk
P2 I TR R IRAR, 17 22 P 1 3 AR AR M AR bR R 2 T
b R SOREE VAl T U4 b))% [ 5
SRIRY L 5T 2%, 9 BF A B2 N i) E AR R 3 1
R 20T R ORI VAL 285 SRR B, i A
SEE SRR, 245 K29 10% 1 AR AR HE 2% (Andam
et al, 2008); i 5 J& W B A= shA i -3 AP A
SERRU, B ARORY R A A (0 BT AR B A s D R AR
T, PRI R R B TH(Western et al, 2009).

AN EH SRR RS (1) R4 RO A 45 S JE
RS A VT AN IR B AR ORI M R A R AR A 6T
Ho Al an AT B TR B2 nOsat: & 1) Corcovado [H 5%
AR BRIV 55, $E T Rk 1 Rk
AR AR LB A [ 5 T K8 4k 1 2 1 (Sanchez-
Azofeifa et al, 2002); 77I']% il & Kerinci Seblat® 5
O\ TS T R AP R e 45 SR, e gt — P A
] 5% el P R B DA B R 5K 2 [l JE 3 g 7 A o)
(Linkie et al, 2008). & & A4 —LL4t5%F A~ H IR IR
1l R SRR 7T, 8 D AT S5 (2008) 78 ) [ 28
TR X IR HL ORI G 5 b, 3 A RiE B+
LA L H SRR X B B i W A B AR AE 1 )
S B AR AR R S R R R
(2013) “7E T ARK 1 1 R G SRR X B A 5
TRy B L, R T K E LB A iE T
WS A A NAZ O X, AR G 0 BT A= 3 4) JHR 3 (1)
B

B BRSPS, AR — a3 ik g2
T EIN G B SRR R N 2 R AR R R A
(Gaston et al, 2006). SR LRI X 2% 18 & A=Y 2
FEPE CRAP 1) FE BT (R B AR R 1) 5 B I S8 Yy
5 AR 2% e 2 4L (Biondi et al, 2012). H T —
(1) B AR OR A b HE LLAE 2 88 DK 1) T AH R 4 5 AN AR 3
FI A (AR 2 B, BT DARR 208 A 0 P JBR T X
BT R N ORI B AR AR B M 4% (A AR
2014), tnRKPHINatura 2000447 4% (Leibenath et
al, 2005). 3P H IR IRY H R 2% (Sandwith et al,
2001) 55 o dd I F B A2 S IAEAS [F] B AR RS Hb 2 [R] 1)
FEEE R AR GUEEAT KA UG, BEAE 1Tk 18 1) £
PR R ALEERE (van Aarde & Fairall, 2002), 454
AN ) SRR b P D B 0 5 S DA S IR B AR DR H

O XK1 (2013) MK EILEZK % B R GRS X B LRI S 1S
R R T e AT Wil | 0 7 N N | 8
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W 28 (R LR AP B RIPPAS o AN H IR A AT AAS SR 4R
FONE, WtHIR ok BE %k (Ailuropoda melanoleuca)
PRA W 25 1R ORA BRI 7 (Shen et al, 2015)4%, %K
JUEE B AR LRA 1 9 2% 1) ORAP s RO S0 A6 o I o

2 BARRIPHRIF TR R

H AR RS L S ) B H S St A £
FENE B st A2 47 (Dudley, 2015), 4ERFFIIR A2 &
GE DRI AR 37 25 (Timko & Innes, 2009). X1,
H AR R HL AR 3 BOSOE Fo i E B LA KRB Y
PR RVEAG R G
21 PIESEGHITEITR

H A R H A RELR P 2R RS
#Z4i(Davey, 1998), GLFEARM . JEHL. FEHUADSE
4 (Canadell et al, 2007; Forseth, 2010). M4 H
SRORY HORA BRSO RIS, B SRR HixT
FRRERMEAEE RRBRY B T A TE A TR
RIEHT B

HAT, B WA R H AR A S R SRR
PR FEAE 5 VA R bR 2 T Y B . ol
B 224 [ 549/ H S8 OR 3 Hi G ZRAR ) LR 37 1 Ak
B AT R B, A6 SE R R () AR RS AE, T E
IO DR A 5 N5 2 DR 2 i (X FR 23 R 5 5L A, T
1% 5 £ 1¥) & 77(Nagendra, 2008). At 778135
X} 4 ] Chatthin 7 2E 2y 47 3 3t B (Chatthin - Wildlife
Sanctuary) P Zh g ARk 2 T8 IR0 b 43 BT (Songer et
al, 2009). EELPGRA 5E B M b Hu [X (1) H SR PR3 Hb
TEANFRIF SR LR AR ORA RO 72 (PFaff et al
2014) T [E e AR TRIF X P AR AR AR R T 2 Rl
PEALFE B %) B 43 #T (Wang et al, 2013)%% . itb4h, 1
RE =L BRI X AT TR, S RiE 5%
(2015a) 5 T~ [k )R A B (PSR) HEZE 44 2 1 7%
MRERY BBV Al RS RY, JE— 2B o0 i 7 52 [ SR 1R
PIX AR B R 2R

H AR AR 1l X VR A S R G AR RO 5T

2012). fEFEZKRTE, AWkEE(2012) WER T ME
MR RIZhAALAL . YR G TS DL K ThRE X i
BEEMBMR, VPG T EE A B AR R X
TRAP R A2 XIRZ I, B% A HE 4 (2015) BLRA BT IR
VU I 1R 2R Rt AR OR Y XONBIT FEXT &,
KSR L AR T 1 AR LR XX 1 1 PR 7

o TEBAHIARP HZ T, Gibbes%5(2009) ] H 1
ARG MR A R GER SR AR, XTRESLE
K HIFEAS B SRR M S AR P R AT T
b3 #2540 45 (201.3) %6} 16 1] 5 g v 5 il AR 97 [X.
X HESRIE B R R BOBGHAT 7 VA, MR AR T AR
(10 S 25 1 T R M 4 T T A W T AL A I 92D,
SR R ol DR X ) R R SR B A i B R A
(2015) LA PN 52 i T [ 58 2 B AR DR X A iR 7K
5 Z FEPE A MR 45 O FEAL, X104k (i
MRS BSBGHEAT T

FEGT SRS, 8 SRARF H o 3 1t A0 532 358 AR 477 %,
ROHEFUAC DR (S FIUE S, 2014, 2015b). T4k,
Liira%5(2009) 7t % ¥ J& WV.Soomaa H 5 2 & 4 #7115
P AN [ A BRABE T B (P S A TR A 55 (2015)
BT m R IR AT T, BRI T e R L
AR B RORI X R I R - 45 55 (2015b)
Pl T —EIEH T ETE B B AR X ARSI AL
PG IFEAMA R, HAE 2P e R g | AR
X BT T 7nyi s ;X7 1E45(2016) FINDVI 34T T
TP E K AR XA ka3, JF
BT VMG T AR X R s #REE
(2016) LA JE A =YL IR P A B X% B AR ORI XN 5
B, [FIEFHT T E AR X FE TR R
R R SR RAIRY AR XL 7L AT LA
B, BHURIEBE A T I B TR A S R 2
fszml, 8T A ESSAE S R, aIFER—Sn
ST IR AR A RS IR S5 Th RE I e I 5 VP4l iRt
PRI KRt 2 G2 (1 a2
2.2 M AR

VAR R AV Z R 0N ERH
SRRY MO 2 H AR 2 — (R R IR, 1997). X
YRR ER A T A T S Bt AR CR A b X R E )
T ol R — 2 R A S M AR BRI AT Sk
SRR MR AR B 22 K PR OR 3 H AR I SIS L
(Caro, 2009).

H AR DR 1 6] A 7 ) b B — S 1) TR 3
ROPPAl, 32 B8 I A P A A 2 A S b 3
A MR AT o 1 K REAN A Ay v L () AR
Fofr, I LOSFE R (1) B A e A5 A b T AR AR AE AN
W, 5 IUOR B it O L AR, A k20154 K AR
IOQRNESL ERFIE  EAR R QU N =¥ 1 O R 344
1 B R B WG B D 5 Sa (e B NI AE, 2016); 7R
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1528 [ SR AR 47 X 05 4- (Budorcas taxicolor) ) {47
BB T, FA A B AT S T AR Y B S Y
Ko, RO R R A R (RR R A
2012); 7E it 5 5 48 8t 5= #h Bl (Nimba Moun-
tains), Sandberger-Loua%s (2016)4F 70 T TEAR Y0 F 1
£ 1 i A i (Nimbaphrynoides occidentalis) ft {3/
B, R A AR P A AN A A T L ) 2 R B
. Beak, —SeRE T DA — SRR R AE S B AR
LRAPH ORI B ARVPAl (R 5, T 3 5% 45 (2005) i
bR AT H R SRR B AR ORI XA W S B W A B
FEIARAL, I B AR ORS DR AN R 0 R 4P B RK
SR, o #E¥ (Gazella subguturosa) i £+
PR, T X 4 2F (Pseudois  nayaur) 43 %,
RO 2, Stoners%:(2007)il 1L #f 7T 10 55 JE WA [ 2K
RU) B AR OR3P b A KA £ B W) Bl B IR AR AL,
IR G ) 8 vy 4D 1B 5 el DR AP BSOS -

H AR AR 6 P 22 B 1 2 T B AR BT
i, I AN [F AR A 5 AR ORI P e b S A £
A AR, 456 M NI 2 R £ B ok 2
W BN ERKE, GrayZ(2016)3EAE 7 42 3Kk359
A B ARG O A A Fb 22 AR ) DR AP R, R
IEHU B AR R ML RE W SEIL M Bl £ B R 2 E
A RS . MIX IR FER T, Craigie®s(2010) 14
T AEUNT8AN B AR CR A i % O AL 0 L B A DR
BRI E SRR b P (MR RR BT 35 T B T 59%,
VLB R OS2 . MBI R BE K, Woinarski %
(2013) PPty 1 L) I b 8 A A A 2 JiL X4 AN [
A RO HES W) 2 FEE R AR, SRR
K = LRI A B AR AR 3t e 68 5E A RO AR )
FhZMEPE. WA BRRI R BERE, & RIPSE
(2002) Vit 1 )N 2 1 L 2R g X 44 ik XX R bR
FEE P Z PRI R S O, 48 ks i R A
BRI A 1 Y R

SRR, BRI A B A B O R
%, (B2 250 8 SRR 1A 87 3l 5k = 1) Fh 22 BE A 1)
B A TR, Rl 2 B AR IRI ST AT S L H
SRPRY b 12 X 3 s 25 IS B B =, ORI
PPA P 1 B 2 ) 2[R 2% (Coetzee et al, 2014;
Gray et al, 2016).

3 BRERIPHRIF O E 7
H AR A VBT AP SRe &, W LRI ORI F

i 38 T BAE B AE W G vt 2 10 SR RN g VA AT 5K
IS VETH AIBE 23 BT (R, 2011). SR AR AR HE
RS, MELLIRECTE A [ B[R] 1A oA 52 B AR 3 1)
A N B AR, AT TGV BB R Bk S I
HEmME PR Bk, —SHF5EL LLER Y
Hby g ST F i AR T R 1) % LG (9 4 Liu et al, 2001;
Gaveau et al, 2007), B H SR PR3 H Y SN AL I B B2
B [0 e (Bl fnLinkie et al, 2004; 5245, 2015)%9
FEIVE SR, BT EARER Y b R R A X3 <
1B, 338 AR WA A B IR 2R B I IR B [A] 1) 22
(Joppa & Pfaff, 2010), X1 fiif 54 H AR LR
S S B E SR GRA L Py AR R Lo AT, e DAY
SAHIFR bR AL R AR Y TAR PTG B, i
BT R IR 35 1) 22 53 1 S 801

B, — 262235 58 YR “matching” 1970 H1 J7
EAR BT IS B X REFE A (Joppa & Pfaff, 2009,
2010). 2R, BEHER EHARORI LN ST L A2
ST B ARRI HE AL AN IX 3 A2 (BRA3)Z [ AH K
PEASTRARA 2 5 T “matching” 2 2 e 36 5 5
E AR GRS H B LA 58 A IS AR I AL A0 X B2 (3K
BI)E XTI, FHLEBLEB2 (3B3) [AIAH KPP
FEFRIG 2 5 . “matching” 43 H7 J7 1 CL & 78 SR 75 BF
(Mas, 2005). #F1iAZEH(Andam et al, 2008). E[JE
JEVH T (Gaveau et al, 2009)%5E K47 T RBIFF A,
e R 4 [ RS B AR AR BSOS AT T
NiFH(Ren et al, 2015). AHE T B H AR RY Hi N
AhXEEE, “matching” 20 AT 75 VA SRAS VTS 45 B

Ol

E2 BRARFMRFESITERE. (QBRKRPHAINE
FEXTEL 424, (b) “matching” 4. EHALFIBLY BRRIF
s, A2MIB2ABRRIPHELAXE, ASFIB3AEERRR
P A X 5 .

Fig. 2 Effectiveness assessment of protected areas. (a) Direct
inside-outside comparison; (b) “matching” analysis. (Al and
B1 are protected areas, A2 and B2 are surrounding areas out-
side of the protected areas, A3 and B3 are wider landscape
outside of the protected areas.



1182 4 ¥ £ ¥ ¥ Biodiversity Science

524 %

AJ 5 (Coetzee et al, 2014).

AT A SR — B8 22 5 4 AR AR A AR Y
(leakage BX spillover) %N, R 37 SR {5 47 M AT A
SO FE AR AT B AR OR Y H P I N 2R B e 7
2 H ARG b A A HE R X (0 B 21 A2 5 B2
X3, IXFPIE LT B AR ORI Rl P 0 ) AR AR 52 2 (1)
T-HALRAE >, SRIMAE B AR O b 120 4T 30 X3
AR B AL A 2 2 39 n(Oliveira et al, 2007; Ewers
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/AR 7N o N =E /= 278 (S e SO R R RPN
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N SEIL B SRR AR B RS R AL, B A
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F AR 3P H(Nolte et al, 2013)%%. [&+ 17 248 1k
Gb, B AP R B R — iR AR B fEAERE
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R, AR RN, SEEL.
W2 FEMEORY 5T S R R R B, KR —
Ber WAERN R IR, BRI XRS5 B 75
BREHE AR % Gl EREE Lef—
e 2 2 I e T SRR AL TR I B AR OR P R LR A B
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Effect of the Maxent model’s complexity on the prediction of species po-
tential distributions

Gengping Zhu'*, Huijie Qiao

1 Tianjin Key Laboratory of Animal and Plant Resistance, College of Life Sciences, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin
300387
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Abstract: Ecological niche modeling (ENM) is widely used in the study of biological invasions and conser-
vation biology. Maxent is the most popular algorithm and is being increasingly used to estimate species’ re-
alized and potential distributions. Most modelers use the default Maxent setting to fit niche models, which
originated from an earlier study containing 266 species, with the purpose of seeking their realized distribu-
tions. However, recent studies have shown that Maxent uses a complex machine learning method. It is sensi-
tive to sampling bias and tends to overfit training data, and is only transferrable at low thresholds. Default
settings based on Maxent outputs are sometimes not reliable, making it difficult to interpret. Using Halyo-
morpha halys and classical modeling approaches (i.e., niche models that were calibrated in native East Asia
and transferred to North America), we tested the complexity and performance of the Maxent model under
different settings of regulation multipliers and feature combinations, and chose a fine-tuned setting with the
lowest complexity. We then compared the response curves and model interpolative and extrapolative valida-
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tions between models calibrated using default and fine-tuned settings. Our purpose was to explore the effects
of the model’s complexity on niche model performance in order to improve the development and application
of Maxent in China. We argue that selection of environmental variables is crucial for model calibration,
which should include ecological relevance and spatial correlation. Reducing sampling bias and delimitating a
proper geographic background, together with the comparison of response curves and complexity of Maxent
models built under different settings, is very important for fitting a good niche model. In the case of H. halys,
the default and fine-tuned settings are different, however the response curve is much smoother in the fi-
ne-tuned model, and the omission error is lower in introduced areas when compared to default model, sug-
gesting that the fine-tuned model reflects the response of H. halys to environmental factors more reasonably
and precisely predicts the potential distribution.

Key words: ecological niche model; Maxent; model complexity; transferability; realized distribution; poten-
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Yeofy 2= (A AL FE T 70 (Peterson et al, 2011; REKT4E,
2013). — MR UE, AERALBIAY A] 2 N SEIS WL 7
% (mechanistic approach) £ & F1 AH 5¢ 14 7 &
(correlative approach)t% 7! fFi(Soberon & Peterson,
2005; Kearney et al, 2010). SZIGHLERM: T E45 1042
I8 3k S 6 I X b 1 A PR 52 P R HE B 42 Fob 78 3
PR [A] R R 3 AT AH I 7 G A2 25 S A 2R N 3 3 2
(B AN AR 25 23 (AL IBG Ao, R A0Fh A 7 A 58
MUAH G AR B, ARG — E I SRR R M g Ay, A
Wr A AR TR R, s A5 AR BIAN [ (1 i
[F1) gty 41 243 (6] o >R 00 490 ol 114 300 5 93 A1 (reealized
distribution)F17& 7 43 7fi (potential distribution). 55K
oML T RASABRAH L, AHOCETT R AR
RIS BATTT TR . M@ AR T B, P 7 280D
SRR, NMBEBORER Z K= R . 50T R
SRR R TIFEAE, ARz N H HES)
FHH IR IR R AR R, KA AESAEE . A
BALEYIF AR R BRSO 5 AR K
FRAEHAR ) B R R A b o B Y ) B
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(Phillips et al, 2006), ¥R FEAE T A KR SR
SR AR B R A AR Y, T AU BB oA A T AR )
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Fig. 1
rededge arrow indicates the AICc-chosen setting.

Performances of native niche model of Halyomorpha halys under different settings. Black arrow indicates default setting,
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2 bR YRR Y Ay 447D
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flbie . —ARER DL MR A, A PL22 8 240
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FR o SEBER Wfe] 51 UEFbR € BT AT SR A o 51,
M0 3 (1978) K 38T F Asparagus  kansuensis, 3144
TPy 4 S1EF. T. Wang & Tang, {HAR
L 467E M2, %% PR IE 0 1 dn 44 /E & BLONFE. T
Wang & Tang ex S. C. Cheni{S. C. Chen. HAR[F L
BRI A B FEE, FrA FE AU R
ARE: SAAPRA S R MERRPTANAME), (AARfE
R FRAZHT R IS B A A B MERR L R AR A N AR
X)), MBI AR A TIE R “HR: &, ik
910 m, 5 (K. S. Hao) 416 (SH1Q# b4
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R B A —RERIFRA, 65 MR, 28
KbrA, B KR A1, LinflYang (2011)I0H
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& T 55 44 (later isonym), SCAR#EREN12.1, %
AR RN, LR T o R AL AN S
MR, NT LR
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(BB IR AVEIR Y XF i 4 (nomenclatural nov-
elty) (McNeill et al, 2012)1F T VE4HFI R (p. 158),
AMEE DUET AT 8 A R 8T 4 7R (new name) Bt
A, mHS CEEREY a5 %ED (International
Code of Botanical Nomenclature, Vienna Code)
(McNeill et al, 2006) (p. 488)IHE & A FFANE . ey
4 AE A FE B 4> KB (new taxon) . HT 4 & (new
combination). #7552 (name at new rank)F1 & L4 R
(replacement name), 1M H. 3587 55 2% 2 A (L)
6. 10713 & 4). ZGITLMIUNT: 1E (SRIRAVERL
F6.10 Ex. 1371, 3&TFh 44 Centaurea weldeniana
Rchb. (Reichenbach, 1831), RNEFIEH KK T
LA

(1) Briquet (1902)7EFFh4EL R R HTHE K
W C. jacea var. weldeniana (Rchb.) Brig. comb.
et stat. nov., 1ZZ4H &2 HH A& ERERPIHHE),
2 W TR AL T TS5 -

(2) Kusan (1936)7E WA &2 |k B A S
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M) APAE A T AT KL . KT IX R 1 ]
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3 @WRASHE
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Toft 44 (A 55 2 1) 44 PR S 4, A8 PR S ) 44 ) ok £
EVANCEZRE A DD IR R N € ¥
ENTSIWE S e (I A E S S A PN AR
W 46B) . K T v 4 N AR WS L
http://www.ipni.org/ipni/authorsearchpage.do. 1% i
B R, BIE. M RMEEH a2 AEE, N
B A WIRAE TR T A B R
SRR SCRRINS, AR B AT 5] 8T 70 S8R d 44 Ao
AR AEE BT g, RIS T 00 2 5 5K A A
e EZJFEHTET IER Iy 44 A A2 IR e S
A=K, 1 A& LS F (protologue) [ AH 22 {5 BN K
P, L AL 46 AR AR REAT FIWT . A da A5
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% /&Boufford, Z. H. TsifIP. S. Wang, il T8 Fiir)
i NAREAL. T Lu, 2810, fERESEE SO,
WA KL, T. Ludt T Zog ik A 4747 5Tk,
IAZ P IR ) ar 44 NJAJENCNL. T. Lu ex Bouf-
ford, Z. H. Tsi & P. S. Wang&{Boufford et al (JLHL N
46.5). Jiobh, B AFRNE 59t Shangwua Yu J. Wang,
Raab-Straube, Susanna & J. Quan Liu (Wang et al,
2013) I 4 Nl Yu J. Wang (&4 72Yu Jin
Wang), MIEY. J. Wang (4=4 AYa Jin Wang), J.
Quan Liu (44 NJian Quan Liu), 1i3EJ. Q. Liu (&
44, 4Jian Qiu Liu). £ 51E E AL 5, Xk

I B ) R

BUst: AP BAF IR AL AT T AR K & AT SR
v E A S I AL B B A AT LR A F AT
R AERIEEF T @RI XAIT .
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